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minillg the management of the canal those two w.onld ha.Te tile Mr. BR.A.NDEGEE. I .sba.11 not obJectto the Senator's reque8t. 
power t-0 OTen'Ule the ruling of the president hiinself. Mr. WILLIA.US. If the Senator from .Arizona was spe.aking 

Of· course, the question of oommission government irns been and de ired to insert it as .a p.art of hls rem.arks .or to :r>ead it 
ve1"Y mueh discussed, and also the so-called federal plan in to the Senate, I ~honld not -object; but if we begin the business 
cities, which has been largely adopted, under which all responsi- · of just permitting editorials inde].)e11dently .of peeehes to !be in
bilities .center in the mayor. We have the appoinbnent of the serted in the RECOilll, I do ll)()t see much iend to it. I shaJl objeet. 
director of public works, th-e direct-0.r of <Safety, and director .of Mr . .A.SHUil.ST. Ir. President, I will not emba.rrnss the Sen
law much after the form of tha Cabinet of the President. The·· a tor by :i:nfilsting that it be :printed. I will withdraw it. 
object of that is t-0 .center respon ibllity and contr.ol in one man, Mr.. WILLIA.MS. The .Senator can bring it in afterwards-
so that the people may know with whom fuey may find fuult. some time in the oom"Se of a speech, or something ()f that sort. 

.Mr. CillDITNS. The Senator from Ohio is mistaken about Ur. ASHURST. I withdraw the request. I will not offer 
the commission form -0f go-rernment, at ' least so f,ar as it gen- anything that might be Objectionable under the 1.'Ule -0r to the 
erally prevail in this eountry. The mayor bas not the poweI" di tinguished 'Senator from l\Hssi ·ippL · 
to do these things. The .eommission itself determines .as to .Mr. THORNTON. Mr. Pre ident t Wish to give notice that 
which of its members shall have charge of this department or -at the dose of the t'Outine morning busine.s t.o-morro.w I de ire 
that department. At least that is the case in the city of Des to address the ·Senate on fue Panama Canal bill. · 
l\foines, which, I believe, was the first city in the country that The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The notice will be entered. 
ad-0pted the so-caUed commission form of g.o ·.ernment. l\Ir. J01'i"ES. 1\Ir. President, I desire to state that at tlle con-

1\fr. BURTON. The Senator from Iowa misund~rstood me. clusion of the remarks of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr; 
I stated that there were two forms of government-one the com- THORNTON] I will submit some remarks to-morrow on the 
mission form of govern.ment and the other the so-called Federal Pana.ma Canal bill. 
plan. I described the Federal _plan. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The notiee will be entered. 

Mr. CU.l\IMINS. I did not understand the Senator,. SCHOOL LA:NDS IN ARIZONA. 
l\1r. BURTON. Under the com.mis i.on f.brm ~f .government 

there .are three. The main difference between the Federal p1an The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid befo1·e the Senate the 
and the commission form of government is that the latt-er does amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 
not include a legislative body. Ther.e is still a legislative body 7163) .authorizing the State of Arizona to select lands within 
under the former, while the latter, the commission form -0f the former Fort Grant Military ReservatiC1n and outside of the 
government, \es.ts in the three eommi.ssioners the pow.er Tested · Crook .National Forest in partial .satisfaction .of its grant for 
in the legislati"\"e body as well as that ordinarily T"es.ted in an State charitable, ,penal, and ref.ormatory institutions, whi.ch 
executive body. was, on page 2, line 3, after "act," to insert: "Provided Jiu-~ 

There is a very u-ide difference between this Ca.ruil Zone, how- ther, .That no more than 2,000 acres of such lands shall be se
ever, and the o:rdinat"Y municipal government. The municipality 1ected under the provisions of this act."' 
is an oTganized public .cente1·. · There is an electorate alert and l\fr. SMITH of .Arizona. I move that the Senate concur in 
awake to l>atch those who rnle the..m and the press to criticize. the amendment of the House. 
Then, in addition to .that, there are taxpayers whose rights are Mr. SMOOT~ Does the Senator remember how many acres 
involved. are in tllat reservation? . 

.l\fr. GALLINGER.. This is not true .of the District D.f co~ Mr. Sl\fITH of Arizona. Some six or seven thousand, in my. 
lumbia, if the Senator will pardon me. , judgment, and the amendment limits it to 2,000. 

l\f1'. B"URTON. There is at least a. -press. There is .a Jegisla- Mr. SMOOT. Why was it limited to 2,000 acres? 
tiive body-that is. Congress-and there are the three com.mis- Mr. SMITH of .Artzona. Because the gentlemen in the other 
si-0ners. The District of Columbia noes not ha ·rn the modern House -simply put it as an abstract matter, without any· reason 
type of eommission government. It is of its own dass. There that 1 could .see, and insisted on it. They would not ·consent 
is no -0ther like it. to the passage of the bill unle that limit wa.S ma.de. The 

Ur. GALLINGER. I assUm.e Congress is the legislative Secretary of the Interior had recommended a, larg.er quantity_ 
body of the Canal Zone. , l\fr.. 'SMOOT. The Secretary of the Ioteri-or recommen.ded 

Mr. BURTON. It is nther remote from the scene of-action, that all be sefficted! · 
. J\fr. l\TELSON. l\fr. President, I ·should like to make a sug- l\lr. SMITH of Arizona. I know; but thi.s was the only wn.y 

gestion to the Senato1· from Connecticut. lt is now 10 minutes of getting it thmugh. 
after .(). I would be very glad if he would moTe to adjourn 1\fr. Sl\IOOT. The Senator feels that he is justified in .accept. 
until 10 o'clock to-morrow~ ing that limitation•( 

Mr. BR.Al\'DEGEE. I wa going to do that, but 'before that Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes, sir; it is au. I could do. 
is done the Senator from New Hampshire '.[Mr. G.ALUNGER] Mr. SMOOT. I would. not agree to it. 
"''ishes to offer an order. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on· .the mo-

:HOUR OF MEETING. ti.on of t'J:l.e Senator from .Arizona that the Senate concur in the 
amendment. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. I offer an order. I ask that it be read. ""l'he motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. :Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
'l"'be Seeretary read as follows: The moti-On was .agreed to; and (at 6 o'.c1ock and 16 minutes 
Order, That the daily meetings of the Senate hall be :at 10 o~d-0e"k p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday; August 

a. m. until otherwise ordered. 6, 1.912, .at :t-0 o'clock a. m. 
Mr. OVERMAN. TheTe are to be night sessionsr 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is quite _proba'ble that this will tend 

to prevent them. I ask for ft vote on the order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is .on the adop

tion of tlle . .ord-er just r.ead. 
The order was agreed to. 

THE P.A?UMA C.AN.AL. 

1\Ir . .ASHURST. l\Ir. President, I ask unanimous con ent that 
I may print in the RECORD a yery illuminating edit-0rial from the 
New Y-0rk Am~rica.n of date ot JuJy 1'6~ entitled ~'The Pan
ama Canal; It is -Ours, not Eng1and'B." 

.Ur. BURTON. I shoul<! like to ask the Senator fr-0m Ari
zona if it is true that the proprietor of the American has ·repu
diated an -alleged interview'? Is that the mter;view? 

Mr. ASHURST. No; .this is an editorial. 
The PRESIDErT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- · 

quest of the Senator from .Arizona? 
.l\Ir. Bil TI)EGEE. I sh..~ not object, but l will -say to the 

Seu.a.tor that I have a wastebasket upstai1's filled with edi
tori-als from all the pap-ers of the eountry on various sides~ ·and 
i am not going to ask to have them printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ASHURST. If the di tinguished Seuator fro.m Connecti
cut bad read this editorial be wouJd not ha-ve thrown it in t'he 
wastebasket; he would have preserved it. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
:MoNDAY, August 5, 1912. 

The .House met at 12 .o'clock noon. 
Pr.ayer w.a · off.ered by Rev. William Couden; of Norw~ 

. Obio, as follows; , 
Thus far~ dear Lord, Thou hast led us on. And· aft.er the 

sweet day of .rest Thou gave.st, we face the ·Opportunities and 
duties of a n.ew week. . We thank Thee for all Thou hast done 
for us .and best-OlVed up.on us. We confide in Thee. because 
Thou art .more interested in us than we are in .ourselves, rind 
Thy wisdom is infinitely transcendent. Help us, therefore, m 
all our thoughts' and affairs to keep close to Thee, to fulfill · Thy 
perfect will in l-0ve to God and love to man. Hear and an.swer 
our vrayer according to the depth of our needs, and the reach 
;0f .our hopes, and the Jo•e of .Jesu our Redeemer. Amen . 

The Journal of -µie proc-eedin.gs of .Saturday was .read and ap
proved. 

CONTESTED--ELECTION CASE 0§ .JODOIN AGAINST IDGGlNS. 

Mr. GOLDF-OGLE: l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-sent 
that the report in the case -0f Jodoin against 'Higgins from ·the 
Committee on Elections No. 3 be printed in the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani

mous consent to print in the RECORD the report of the Commit
tee on Elections No. 3 in the case of ·Jodoin against Higgins. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The report is as follows : 

[House Report 1136, Sixty-second Congress, second session.] 
RAYMO~"l> :r. :fODOIN AGAINST EDWI~ W. HIGGINS. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee on Electiqns No. 3, submitted 
the following report (to accompany H. Res. 661) : 

The Committee on Elections No. 3, to whom was referred the con
tested-election case of Raymond J. Jodoin against Edwin W. Higgins, 
from the third congressional district of Connecticut, having duly con
sidered the same, respectfully report : 

After the contestee served his answer to the notice of contest, both 
parties and their several attorneys entered into a stipulation, dated 
March 16, 1911, in which, among other things, the following was 
stated: -

"That in many voting districts it is prooable that the mode~ators 
were mistaken in their decisions as to the validity or invalidity of 
ballots cast for said office of Representative in Congress from said 
district and that without opening the boxes and examining the ballots 
therein' it is impossible to determine the extent of such mistaken de
cisions. 

• • • • • • • 
"That it is impossible to tell with accuracy what ballots have been 

Improperly counted or rejected for the contestant or contestee without 
opening said boxes and examining said ballots. 

• • • • • • • 
"That said contestant desires that said boxes be opened and sald 

ballots examined and recounted and that the lawful and correct count 
of said. ballots be ascertained thereby, without objection on the part of 
the contestee. 

• • • • • • • 
"That said contestant and contestee waive any question of formality 

or sufficiency of the pleadings as to said matter of contest and agree 
that all issues are properly raised and presented for the opening of 
said ballot boxes and for a recount of all the ballots cast at said elec
tion for the office of Repi·esentative in Congress for said congressional 
district in said Sixty-second Congress. 

• • • • 
"That said contestant and contestee stipulate and agree to waive 

any and all claims which they or either of them might make under any 
of the pleadings or any part of the proceedings for the determination 
of said question, so that a full recount of all ballots cast for Member 
of Congress from said <:ongressional district i_n said Sixty-second Con
gress may be had." 

At the bearings before the committee counsel for the contestee fn 
substance reiterated the willingness of the contestee that the ballots be 
recounted. 

The evidence taken before the committee disclosed the fact that 
under the law of the State of Connecticut a recount of ballots could 
be had only if an application for such recount, founded on facts suffi
cient to justify the application, was made within three days after the 
election by an elector in the town in which the recount was desired. 
Under this law the elector in the town of Plainfield applied within 
three days after the election. The application was granted and the 
contestant (Jodoin) on such recount gained three votes in that town1 thus reducing by that number the majority with which Higgins baa 
been credited. 

The third congressional district of Connecticut ls composed of 36 
towns. In no town other than that of Plainfield was an application for 
a recount made. . 

~'tT~:~ :~;e~!ifo£0:sceg;~d bfu t~;idco~~~ifg~t .;:sd ;g:e\est~ethe voters 
of said district; that said ballot had never been used before at any 
election in said district for the election of a Representative in Congress 
to the United States, although a similar ballot had been used in most 
of the towns in said district at the preceding October election held for 
the election of town officers ; and that there was a diversity of opinion 
amongst competent attorneys and judges as to the proper construction 
of the law as to said ballots and as to the effect-of different marks and 
the location of the same upon said ballots and as to what ballots 
should be rejected for various causes." 

A stipulation of parties to an election contest for a recount of 
ballots cast for Representative in Congress is not binding or conclusive 
either on the House of Representatives or its Committee on Elections. 
In view, however, of the stipulation to which we have above referred 
and of the declarations upon the hearings by the counsel for the con
testee <>f his willingness that such recount should be had, and of the 
circumstances existing with regard to the countin~ of the vote in the 
town of Plainfield which reduced the meager maJority by which the 
contestee was declared elected, und of, the difficulty that the contestant 
would experience to secure a recount under the Connecticut law within 
the very brief period of time limited by the laws of that State, the 
committee concluded to gl'rn heed to the stipulation and render it 
effective by ordering a recount. 

By direction of the House of Representatives, under the resolution 
passed March 21, 1912, the ballots were brought to the committee from 
Connecticut, where they had been securely kept. The boxes were 
opened in the presence of counsel and representatives of both parties 
and the recount was proceeded with, after the integrity of the ballots 
had been clearly established. 

The fullest opportunity was afforded to the parties and their re
spective counsel to examine the ballots. A number of days were con
sumed in the examination, classification, and counting of the ballots, 
in which work counsel for the :garties participated. 

On May 17, 1912, at a meeting of the committee, counsel for both 
parties appeared and the counsel for the contestant, Jodoin, stated 
that after having made an examination of all the ballots he was -con
vinced that the result would not be changed. The following colloquy 
took place at the close of the hearings: 

"Mr. CARLIN. You represent the contestant? 
"Mr. THAYER. Yes, sir. 
"Mr. CARLIN. And you now admit that it is useless for the com

mittee to expend any further time in the examination of these ballots, 
because the result would not be changed? 

"Mr. THAYER. The result would not be changed. That being so, it is 
only a question of what the committee desires with regard to a report-

whether it wants a report of the true state of the ballots, or a simple 
statement that an examination of the ballots, we believe, would leave 
the matter unchanged. 

"Mr. CARLIN. Would the gentleman have any objection (of course, I 
do not know the feeling of the committee; I am just expressing my own 
idea) to entering into a stipulation that from an examination of the 
ballots counted you have both considered that the result could not be 
changed? 

" Mr. THAYER. I would prefer not to, in view of my instructions from 
my client. I would prefer not to enter into such a stipulation, but in 
fairness to the committee I have to state that these disputed ballots, 
when classified as they are, would not change the result. 

"The CHAIRMAN. And so you concede it would be useless for this 
committee to go ahead and look over the ballots? 

"Mr. THAYER. Yes. It is only a question of whether, on the agree
ment as to classes, you want a report of the true result of the count, 
or simply a report that a recount would not change the result. 

"Mr. CARLIN. Of course, the committee will take that up in execu-
tive session. , 

"The CHAIRMAN. I believe I express the sentiments of the com
mittee when I say that we are thankful to you for the frankness with 
which you have treated the committee; and we appreciate the services 
of both counsel in this case. They have worked hard and have lessened 
the labors of the committee very much indeed. We are obliged to both 
counsel for the services they rendered in the matter. 

"Mr. THAYER. I desire to thank the committee on behalf of my 
client, as well as personally, for the · great courtesy we have received 
at the hands of the committee." • 

Your committee therefore recommend the adoption of the following 
resolutions : 

"Resolved, That Raymond J. Jodoin was not elected a Member of 
the Sixty-second Congress from the third congressional district of 
Connecticut and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

"Resolved, That Edwin W. Higgins was elected a Member of the 
Sj.xty:second Congress from the third congressional d.istrict of Connecti
cut and is entitled to a seat therein." 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF GILL AGAINST CATLIN. 

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Elections No. 2 to present the report of that committee in 
the contested-election case of Patrick Gill against Theron G. 
Catlin, fi·om the eleventh congressional district of Missouri. 
(H. Res. 666, H. Rept. 1142.) . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani
mous consent to file a raport in the case of Gill against Catlin. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the point of order, I wi~h to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MANN: Is the gentleman entitled to present a repo~t 

unless he gets unanimous consent, to-day being Monday, unaru
mous consent, suspension, and committee discharge day? 

'l'be SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is asking 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. I did not so understand it. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani

mous consent to file the report in the contested-election case of 
Gill against Catlin. The Chair will pass on the point of order 
which the gentleman from Illinois has raised. The Chair does 
not think that anything is in order on unanimous consent, sus
pension, and committee discharge day except such things as will 
forward the business of the House. 

Mr. MANN. In that connection, Mr. Speaker, I wish the 
gentleman would counle with his request a request that the 
minority shall have five days in which to file their report 

Mr. HAMILL That is satisfactory, provided the House does 
not adjourn before the five days ha-re expired, because we want 
to consider this case. 

The SPEAKER. There is not one chance in ten thousand that 
the House will adjourn within five days. That is not ari official 
-Opinion, but a private opinion publicly expressed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAI\.ULL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I couple with my request 
the request that the minority may have five days in which to 
file minority views. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani
mous consent to file the report in the contested-election case of 
Gill against Catlin; and in connection with that he asks that 
the minority shall have five days in which to file views. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
THE TAYLOR SYSTEM. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD on the Taylor system, or scien
tific method of shop management 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman.from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the IlECORD on the Taylor sys
tem of shop management. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
WHITE OAK POINT BAND OF MISSISSIPPI INDIANS-

.Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr: Speaker, on August 1 last I filed a 
brief which I had permission to print in the RECORD. That brief 
has been printed in the RECORD as if it was my speech, whereas 
it is by another party. I would like to make a short statement 
in the RECORD to correct that error. 
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The ~PEA.KER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani
mous consent to p__,rint a short statement in the RECORD to correct 
a mi take which attributes to him an article written by some one 
else. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, on page 10782 of the tem

porary RECORD of August 1 appears a statement that is not in 
the exact terms in which I presented it. From the way in 
which it appears it might be inferred that I adopted the brief 
set forth as my own, whereas it was not presented as such. 
The brief is an exhaustive one, carefully drawn by John G. 
Dudley, Esq., of the city of Washington, in behalf of the com
mittee sent to Washington by the White Oak Point Band of 
Mississippi Chippewa Indians, of J:he State of 1\Iinnesota. The 
committee consisted of 1\Ir. Charles A. Wakefield, 1\Ir. Wahba
segay, and Mr. William H. Lyons, members of the band, and I 
submit the following as the articles of th~ir authority : 
To tha honorable United States Oonnress, the honorable Commissioner 

of ltzdian Affairs, and the honorable Secretary of the Interior : 
A.t a certain general council of the Mississippi Chippewa Indians, 

composed of residents of the Chippewa Re ervation, the so-called Min
nesota National Forest, and the Whits Oak Point Indian Reservation, 
in the county of Ca s, State of Minnesota, held pursuant to a notice 
given at a former ·council and recorded in the notes thereof according 
to the custom and usages of the tribe at Bena, Minn., on the 20th day 
of December, 1911, at which time and place the council was called 
to order. Mr. Odenegum was duly elected chairman, and Mr. William 
Losh was dnly elected secretary, and Mr. Wahboze was called ·upon 
to state the object of the meeting, after which the following resolution 
was passed: 

Now, therefore, we, the male members of the Chippewa Indian Tribe, 
being over 18 years of age and residents o~ the Chippewa Reservation, 
the so-called National Forest, and the White Oak Point Indian Reserva
tion, in the county of Cass, in the State of Minnesota, hereby most 
urgently and respectfully petition the honorable Commis ioner of Indian 
Affairs, the honorable Secretary of the Interior, and the onorable 
United States Congress to concede to the following demands of the red 
man and give them in addition to what they already have the following 
land : To each Indian man, woman, and child 80 acres additional to the 
allotment which they already may have, and 160 acres to every man, 
woman, and child who has not as yet received an allotment, it being 
conditional th.at said men, women, and children be members of the 
above-named tribe and reside on or near to the territory aforesaid ; 
giving them the right to hold their mineral rights whether on their 
individual allotments or on their tribal lands without respect to the 
location thereof, and giving them the further right to recover their 
allotment timber money 'in cases where the timber has been sold, cut, 
and removed without their consent; also in cases where the stumpage 
was taken and placed in the general fund ; or, in other words, gifli.ng 
the Indians their just dues for the allotment timber. 

The reasons for asking your consideration in these matters are plain 
and obvious, and we think that we are as much entitled to an 80-acre 
additional allotment, or 160 acres in all to each and every Chippewa 
Indian and woman and child, as are our brothers at the White Earth 
Indian Reservation in Minnesota, who have already received that 
amount at your hands; and we feel that in right and justice we are 
as much entitled to this additional grant as they are, who a.re our 
tribal brothers, the people with whom we are interested in tribal 
affairs. And we can not understand why we should have less than 
they .if justice and right were taken into consideration. . 

We also most urgently and respectfully petition the honorable United 
States Congress to repeal Minnesota national fore try act, for the 
reason that it is contrary to the treaty under the Nelson A.ct of Jan
uary 14, 18 9, entitled "An act for the relief and civilization of th~ 
Chippewa Indians of Minnesota." And in right and justice to the 
Indians it should, not be fractured or amended in any way without first 
consulting those who were parties to the treaty, namely, the Indians. 
Further, the national fore t lies in the m1dst of the Indian territory, 
and its location is a detriment to the tribe and is of no benefit to the 
public; and al o the national forest, because of its inert condition, is 
retarding the development of the country lying in and about it, and in 
its dormant state it is a menace to civilization and it will be of great 
interest to us as well as to the general public to have this reserve 
thrown open to us and the incoming settlers, whether red or white. 
And, lastly, we do not feel that we are receiving our just dues by 
having this land taken from us without receiving pay for it, and the 
taking of land by the United States Government is without precedent. 
We do not understand why the United States Government, one of the 
most powerful and wealthiest nations under the sun, is desirous of 
acquiring land in this manner, being without comparison in the history 
of civilization. -

The swamp lands which are ii.ow in controversy and pending settle
ment between the nited States and the State of :Minnesota we most 
urgently ask to have settled in favor of the nited States Government 
and in the interests of the Indians, who, without doubt, own and are 
entitled to the lands in question. 

We also pray that the nited States Government pay over to us at 
once the proceeds from the sale of the Chippewa Indian timber. The 
reasons being that 1.he Indians are in a greater want now than they 
ever have been and are suffering for the want of money, and many who 
are not able to work are on the verge uf starvation, and, furthermore, 
those able to work would then be in a position to improve their allot
ments and make them suitable places in which to live, for since liquor 
has been refused us those hitherto unable to save their money are now 
fu~~:nra:J~.ter use of it by providing for their families and improving 

We most urgently, respectfully, and sincerely pray your considera
tion in the foregoing requests and know that after you have investi
gated you will have found the conditions to be as stated herein, and 
feel that you will then act in our behalf. 

A.t the foregoing council it was decided that in order to be able to 
present this petition intelligently and in the proper manner before the 
department and Committees on Indian Affairs, that 1\Ir. Charles A. Wake
field, 1\Ir. Wahbasegay, and Mr. William H. Lyons be elected to act as 
delegates to proceed to the city of Washington and there to act in our 
behalf and to do everything possible to bring about the desired ends, and 

they were further empowered by the council herein, if need be, to em
ploy an attorney to more clearly present and prosecute the above claims. 

We furthermore ask the Secretary of the Interior and respectfully 
petition him to authorize and allow these delegates a. reasonable com
pensa tiODi for their services, not to exceed $5 per day, while actually 
employed, and furthermore to pay their board while in Washington and 
their transportation, out of any money in the hands of the Government 
belonging to thi.s tribe of Indians not otherwise appropriated. 

The council herein do furthermore appoint Ur. 1\Iaushkahwahnah
qnot and Mr. Iahzhowegeshig to go before the United States Indian 
agent at Onigrun, or before any judge of a court of record in the State 
of Minnesota, and have the foregoing petition certified to as bein<> the 
minutes of the general council aforesaid, held at Bena Minn., 0 ;} the 
20th day of September, 1911, in due form according to the tribal usages 
and customs. 

We hereby certify that the above council was held at the time herein 
stated and that the foregoing are the minutes thereof. 

ODE NE (bis finger mark) GUM, Ohainnan. 
WM. LOSH, Secretary. 
J. F. BEEKER, 

P1·opriator Beeker House, Bena, Minn. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Oomitv of Oass, ss: 

I hereby certify that I believe the council mentioned in the foregoing 
minutes was duly held in accordance with the customs and usages of 
the Chippewa Tribe, and I recommend that the delegates therein named 
be given a hearing in such manner as may be deemed advi able. 

J . F. GIEGOLDT, Superintendent. 
The conµnittee was very faithful in its work, spending several 

months in Washington in behalf of the band which sent them. 
They had Mr. Dudley assist them, and he drafted the brief. I 
would not want to take any part of the credit that belongs to 
him in the preparation of the brief, nor was it my purpose to 
adopt bis argument. I have presented it because the brief was 
carefully prepared· and the references verified so that it will 
serve the House ill future as a reference brief. 

The brief is not intended to support the bill to which it refers 
so much as it is to call attention to the justice and right of the 
claim of these Indians to relief. The bill was introduced in 
order to give them a hearing, and following its introduction a 
resolution was introduced, being House resolution 564, to secure 
the appointment of a committee of three from the Committee on 
Indian .Affairs to investigate the property rights of these In
dians. I am promi ed consideration of this resolution early in 
the session beginning in December next. The purpose -is to get 
at the real facts. That can not be done without sending a com
mittee onto the grounds. There are many bills now pending 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs that can not receive . 
proper consideration till this investigation is made. This little 
band of Indians have been grossly wronged, and, so far as it 
is possible and reasonable, they should be placed in a position 
of independence. They parted with their pro.perty and ha\e re
ceived little in return except broken promises. The mere fact 
that we have the power to keep them from securing their rights 
is not a justification for doing so. It is fair to give them and 
all others in that territory a fair hearing, after which proper 
remedies may be provided. 

TOLLS THROUGH THE SUEZ O.A.NAL. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to address the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for one minute. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
.Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 1\Ir. Speaker, it has been 

repeatedly both asserted and denied on the floor of the House 
that forejgn countries paid tolls for their ships passing through 
the Suez CanaL The Commissioner of Navigation, Mr. E . T. 
Chamberlain, has furnished me with a copy of a contract 
entered into by the French Government with the largest steam
ship company under the French flag, about 10 days ago. The 
Government agrees not only to pay the company a subsidy, but 
to pay the tolls for going through the Suez Canal in addition. 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REOORD on the 
subject of tolls through the Suez Canal, is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The following is the matter referred to : 

Til.AN SLA TION. 

Following is translation of article 3 and marked part of article 96 
(balance of 96 covers mode of paying subvention) : 

".ART. 3. The tolls based on tonnage for transit through the Suez 
Canal paid by the company on its subsidized ships shall be reimbursed 
to the company in addition to the subsidy accordin"' to the provisions 
of article 96 of the schedule of charges and obligations : Proviaed, That 
during the temporary period covered by that schedule the expenses of 
passing through the Suez Canal of ships on the route to Haiphong shall 
be paid by the company." · 

"AnT. 96" (first paragraph relates to the subsidy). "The amount of 
reimbursement of the special navigation toll on tonnage through the 
Suez Canal is payable monthly at the end of the month at the same 
time as the subvention according to the estimates of expenses based on 
the figures for the previous year with the reservation of adjustment of 
balances at the end of the business year based on tolls actually paid." 
(Third paragraph relates to general subsidy.) 
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LEA.VE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the following leave· of absence was 
granted: 

To Mr. AusTIN, for one day, on account of sick1;1ess. 
To Mr. JACOWAY, for two days_, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. GooDWIN of Arkansas, indefinitely, on account of 

sickne sin his family. . 
To. Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of serious 

illness in his family. 
PATENTS TO SEMINOLE ALLOTTEES. 

Th·e SPEAKER. This is Unanimous Consent Calendar day, 
and the Clerk will report the first bill. 

The first business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 23184) directing the Secretary of the In
terior to deliver patents to Seminole allottees, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to pass without prejudice this bill until l\Ir. CARTER, of 
Oklahoma, can be present. . 
· The SPEAKER. The .gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to pass the bill without prejudice. 

1\1.r. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
the report has b~en obtained from the department which was 
spoken of last week? · 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not know. The bill is the 
bill of the gentleman from O~lahoma, Mr. DAVENPORT. 

M..r. FITZGERALD. Does it appraise any land the patents of 
which are in suit or have not been issued? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It especially exempts them. . 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The bill does not exempt them. Does it 

include patents of land which have been held up? 
Mr. STEPHEl~S of Texas. It can not, because it only per

tains to lands where the title is clear where they can issue the 
patents. It is only because they have nQt been delivered that 
complaint is made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman is mistaken as to 
the effect of this bill. · . 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask unanimous consent that it 
be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. MANN. The request of the gentleman was that it be 
passed without prejudice. The gentleman from Oklahoma, l\Ir. 
CARTER, is not prepared to take up the bill, and the gentleman 
from Oklahoma, Mr. DAVENPORT, is not present. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to pass the bill without prejudice. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair nears none. 

COUNCIL OF NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1309) to establish a council of national defense. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. HAY. I object. 
1\fr HARRISON of .Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 

from· Alabama [Mr. HonsoN] introduced this bill and is in 
charge of it, and is not now in· _the Cham?er: ~ have been 
asked to ask that it be passed without preJudice, and I hope 
the gentleman from Virginia will not object. 

Mr. HAY. l\lr. Speaker, this bill has been passed ·before on 
the ground that the gentleman from Alabama wa~ a~sen~. _I 
would like to ask, if the bill is passed without preJud1ce, _1f it 
can be called up again to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say that it could. 
Mr. HAY. Then I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [l\fr. HAY] 

objects to the consideration of the bill. · 
FORT GRANT MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The next business on th€ Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 7163) authorizing the State of Arizona to select 
lands within the former Fort Grant Military Reservation and 
outside of the Crook National Forest in partial satisfac!=ioll: of 
its grant for State charitable, penal, and reformatory msbtu
tions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? • 
Mt'. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

think this bill was read on the last unanimous-consent day. I 
would like to ·inquire of the gentleman from Arizona [l\Ir. 
HAYDEN] · whether, if consent is given for the consideration of 
the bill, he would be willing to agree to an amendment to add 
at the end of the bill the words: · 

Provided furth er, That no more than ·2,000 .acres of such .lands shall 
be selected under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. HAYDEN. l\Ir. Speaker, I will accept such an amend-
ment. · . 

Mr. ROBINSON. 1\1.r. Speaker, reserving the right to obJect 
to the agreement between the gentleman from Illinois and the 
gentleman from Arizona, I should like to know the object of 
that limitation. What is the purpose of limiting it to 2,000 
acres? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. SpE>.aker, as I understand, there are 12,000 
acres in this tract, and it is the desire of the gentleman to per
mit the State of Arizona to select a farm site, a reform-school 
site, upon this land. It seems to me from what I have heard 
that 2,000 acres is quite ample for that purpose. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman from Illi
nois yield to me to ask a question of the gentleman from 
Arizona? . 

Mr. 1\IA.NN. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBINSON. l\Ir. Speaker, is the gentleman from Ari

zona prepared to state whether . the limitation suggested of 
2,000 acres would furnish adequate area for the purposes for 
which the land is desired? 

l\Ir: HAYDEN. I think it would be enough for the present 
needs of the State industrial school. 

Mr. ROBINSON. And the gentleman is satisfied with the 
amendment? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; I have agreed to such an amendment. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I shall make no objection, then. 
Mr. MANN. And I understand that the Senator from Ari

zona has also agreed to .the amendment. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Illi-

nois yield? · 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I ~uppose it is the purpose of the State of 

Arizona to take not merely the land in the reservation, but the 
post itself-the buildings and things of that kind. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The most valuable part of the reservation is 
located near the old Army post, where it is possible to irrigate 
a considerable area of land. The State of Arizona desires to 

· obtain this irrigable land as a fa.rm for the State industrial 
school. I do not know w}lether the State will be able to use 
the old buildings . or not. We will probably have to construct 
new buildings. 

l\lr. SLAYDEN. The State would certainly be able to make 
use of the buildings there. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; for what they are worth. They are very 
old, and are built of adobe. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. An adobe building is not necessarily very old . 
when it is but 50 years old. . 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBINSON. The Secretary of the Interior, in reporting 

upon the matter, stated that there are a number of buildings 
on the reservation, but that they are mostly of adobe, and not 
believed to be of great value. 

l\fr. SLAYDEN. My purpose in asking the question is to 
emphasize a point I raised the other day. I have not the 
slightest objection to the concession of this land to the State 
of Arizona for the purpose for which it is wanted, but the 
action of the House· is in marked contrast to its attitude in 
respect to the effort by the State of Texas to purchase land for 
the erection of a tuberculosis sanatorium, where we not only 
have to take care of the tmfortunate consumpUves of our own 
State but have loaded on to the State every year from other 
State~ in the Union a large number of them. 

Mr. ROBINSON. l\lr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
whether the bill to which he refers, relating· to Texas, has been 
reported by any committee. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It has. 
Mr. ROBINSON. By what committee? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. By the Committee on Military Affairs, but 

it is now in another bill in the Senate. I do not object to 
this bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 
agreement suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr./ ROBINSON. M:r, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be considered in the House as in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the bill was reported last week, 
and I think we can dispense with the reading of it now. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with. 



~10228 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. AUGUST 5 '• ' ' 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, let the bill be reported. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects and 

the Clerk will report the bill. -
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That all lands, together with the improvements 

thereon, within that part of the former Fort Grant Military.Reservation, 
fn the State of Arizona, situate and being <>utside the boundaries of 
the Crook National Forest, be, and the same hereby are, made subject 
to selection by the State of Arizona in partial satisfaction of the grant 
of 100,000 acres made to it for State charitable, penal, and reformatory 
institutions by section 25 of the act of Congress approved June 20, 
1910 (36 Stat. L., p. 557) : Pro,,;ided, That such selection shall be made 
within three years from the date of approval of this act. · 

l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment, which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 2, at the end of line 4, by adding the proviso: 
"Pro i;ided further, That no more than 2,000 acres of such lands shall 

be selected under the provisions of this act. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 

amended Senate bill. 
· The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. · 
On motion of l\Ir. HAYDEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SEN.A.TE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks. 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bill of the following title : 

H. R. 21952. An act for the relief of James S. Baer. 
The mess9.ge also announced that the Senate had passed the 

following order in the impeachment trial of Robert W. Arch-
1:.>ald: 

Ot·der·ed, That lists of witnesses be furnished the Sergeant at Arms 
by the mana"'ers and the respondent, who shall be subprenaed by him 
to appear at 

0
12 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m. on the 3d day of Decem-

bed1·~~;.!i That the cause shall 
0

be opened and the tl'ial proceeded with 
at 12 o'clci'ck and 30 minutes p. m. on the 3d day of December, 1912. 

ENROLLED . EILL SIGNED. 
Mr. ORA VENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R 18642. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to pro
vile revenue, equalize- duties, and encourage the industries of the 
United States, and for other purposes," approved August 5, 1909. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE P!tESIDENT FOB HIS ArPROY AL. 

Mr. CHA VENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R.15509. An act to authorize the construction of a sewer 
pipe upon and across the Fort Rodman Military Reservation, at 
New Bedford, Mass. ; and . 

H. R. 24550. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the l\filitary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, 
and for other purposes. 

FORT ASSINNIBOINE MILITARY RESERVATION. 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 

was the bill ( S. 5817) granting to the county of Hill, in the 
State of l\fontana, the jail building and :fixtures now upon the 
abandoned Fort Assinniboine Military Resenation, in the State 
of Montana. 

The SPEAKER. ·Is there objection? 
Mr. l\IANN. l\fr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, has 

the gentleman from Montana an amendment which he expects 
to offer to the bill? 

~Ir. I'RAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no amendment, b_ut from 
what happened during the consideration of the bill when it ap
peared on the calendar before I should judge that probably 
Uncle Sam, speaking through the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
l\IANN], is not willing to make ru1 outright gift of this property 
to the county of Hill. Fort Assinniboine was abandoned iast 
November for military purposes, and the buildings and land, 
embracing an area of 343 square miles, were turned over to the 
Interior Department by the Secretary of War. Last February 
the county of Hill was created. A part of the reservation lies 
within the boundaries of this new county. The buildings at the 
post are 6 or 7 miles from the city of Havre, which is now the 
county seat of Hill County. The city had very poor facilities 
for taking care of persous held under the city government or 
awaiting preliminary hearings. Havre has made wonderful 
progress in other Tespects during the past few years. They have 
always needed u good jail building there, and now that the ciiy 

has become the c·ounty seat of the new county of Hill, it is 
imperative that a new building and fixtures be provided at once. 
The county commissioners and city authorities have decided 
that they can afford to take down the brick jail at the post and 
remove it to Havre. It will no doubt be an expensive under
taking, but they are willing to do it if Congress will grant au
thority. The jail can be of no further use to the Government, 
:md will deteriorate and fall to ruin if it remains where it is. 
We have u number of precedents for this legislation, and I re
gret that there should have been objection raised by anybody. 

I had a conversation with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] ·a short time ago in reference to an amendment provid
ing a consideration for the building on account of previous ob
jection to the bill. 

· Mr. ROBINSON. What was the amendment suggested? 
Mr. PRAY. A nominal consideration. It is impossible for 

me to say how much the county commissioners of this newly 
created cotlnty would be willing to give. I should certainly not 
feel authorized to suggest anything more than a nominal sum. 
Of course, the gentleman understands that I do not believe the 
county ought to be obliged to pay anything. 'If I should con
sent to a payment in any sum, it would be done simply to avoid 
an objection to the present consideration of the measure. The 
bill has already been stricken from the calendar once, and if 
the same thing should happen again there would probably be 
no further opportunity to consider it this session of Congress. 
If the bill should have to go over to the next session, it would 
then be too late to be of any benefit to Hill County. If this at
tempt should fail, the commissionyrs will then have to make 
other provisions for a jail. 

Now, I will say this to the gentleman, at the time the bill 
was under consideration before the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. 1\1.ADDEN], speaking from his personal experience in busi
ness, made the statement that the county commissioners could 
not afford to tear down this building and move the bricks and 
fixtures 7 miles, that it would not pay them to do it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the gentleman will permit me, this same 
matter was discussed by the Committee on the Public Lands 
and given consideration there, and I believe I myself raised 
that question. · 

l\Ir. PRAY. The gentleman did. 
l\Ir. ROBINSON. And after full consideration of it the com

mittee reached the conclusion that the best manner of disposing 
of the matter was under · the terms of the bill, that if you 
should require the appraisement of the building, and fix the 
value and method of sale, and so forth, that it might prevent 
the sale of the jail building, which is not found of any con
siderable value to the Government under existing conditions, 
whether the appraisement was directed by the Secretary of 
War, or_ the Secretary of the Interior, or somebody else. From 
the fact that the property is abandoned by the Government and 
it is not used and can not serve any useful purpose as far as 
the Government is concerned, and from the fact that it would 
be expensive to remove the bull ding, the committee reached 
the conclusion it was not wise to put that in the bill. For my 
part, if the gentleman from Montana wishes to agree to some 
amendment, I shall raise no objection to his offering the amend
ment. 

l\fr. l\IA.NN. I do not desire, so far as I am concerned, to 
have its appraised value for the purpose of removing it, but I 
have no desire to transfer the title of the property without any 
consideration and, as a matter of fact, as a precedent. I am 
perfectly willhlg, as far as I am personally concerned, to accept 
a nominal consideration. 

Mr: ROBINSON. The citizens of Hill County need a jail. 
That is evidently true or the gentleman from Montana would 
not have inb·oduced this bill. It seems to me the precedent 
would be rather a good one than a bad one. 

A MEMBER. l\Iake the considera tion love and affection. 
l\fr. MANN. That is what they want to do; make it love and 

affection. I do not care· what the amount is, but I am not in 
favor of a precedent being established of giving property with
out any consideration at all. I thought the gentleman would 
have had an ·amendment prepared. 

Mr. PRAY. I do not think it requires any time to prepare an 
amendment. In view of the gentleman's statement, I would 
suggest that an amendment carry the consideration of $10, 
and I will off~ such an amendment at the proper time. I 
think that would meet the gentleman's objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON. l\Ir. Speaker, I would not consent to put
ting such an amendment in this bill, because the c0mmittee 
reporting it did not place such an amendment in the bill, and 
the placing of even a nominal sum it seems to me as a precedent 
would be worse than that denounced by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 
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Mr. CANNON. As long as the fate of the bill hangs without 

any consideration-lo\e and affection on the one hand and $10 
on the other-if the gentleman will withdraw his objection I 
will donate to the United States the $10. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. I object under the statement made by the gen

tleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. PRAY. I hope the gentleman will withhold bis objec

tion for a moment. 
::\Ir . .MANN. I am willing to do that. 
Mr. PRAY. It seems to me there is not any principle involved 

here as serious as all that. In fact, there is no principle in
vol\ed here at all. Gentlemen talk about establishing prece
dents. Precedents have already been established for the pas
sage of this bHl as it is. These people have been anxiously 
awaiting results for the last three or four months, and they_ 
want to know whether they are going to get the jail. They 
need it badly, and Congress can give it to them without break
ing precedents. If they are obliged to pay any c~nsiderable 
amount for the jail, they can not a1Iord to take it. 

l\Ir. ROBL ,.SON. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to accept the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Monfuna, .and I 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be temporarily passed. If 
we can ascertain the value of these improvements, I will offer 
an amendment requiring the county to pay the full value of the 
improvements; but the Interior Department reported that the 
buildings were not of much -value, and for the reasons I have 
stated we did not require the county to pay for them to make 
a jail in which to confine citizens of Hill County when they 
are violators of the law, which will conserve a very useful pur
pose. Certainly it is better than remaining on the abandoned 
re er"ation without any use whatever. To require that for the 
sake of precedent that a mere nominal consideration should be 
put on this bill does not meet my idea of pub1ic duty from any 
standpoint. 

J\Ir. l\IA~~. How long has Hot Springs been in the gentle
man's district? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Hot Springs has been in my district since 
my ervice in the House began, and I hope it will -continue there 
until my service in this great body expires. Now. I ask unani
mous consent--

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 
In the report of the deparbnent calling attention to the bill it 
state that there is another bill pending elsewhere -proposing 
to grant to the State these buildings for agriculture, manual 
training, and other educational pm·poses. 

Mr. ROBINSON. No; the other bill is to grant the land. 
Of course, that would carry the buildings. 

l\1r. FITZGERALD. And the buildings thereon; and the 
statement is made there that these buildings are of no value. 

.Mr. ·ROBINSON. That is true. . 
Mr. FITZGERALD. But it seems they would be valuable for 

that purpose. I desire to inquire of the gentleman whether his 
committee went into the question of the value of utilizing the 
buildings for that purpose rather than for the purpose of a jail? 

Mr. HOBINSON. There was a Senate bill pending providing 
for a grant of that land and the committee reached the con
clusion that the buildings would be more useful if applied for 
jail purposes thllil for an agricultural and educational institu
tion. We could not conceive how the jail could be of any \alue 
to an educational institution, and we found that Hill County 
did need a jail very badly. 

l\fr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will permit me, is this 
building a jail? Is it not a building that -was used by troops? 

Mr. ROBINSON". The building to be granted by this bill con
sists of a jail only anti-fixtures. 

, fr. PRAY. The other bill in all probability will not go 
throu~h at this session of Congress. The passage of this bill 
could not interfere in any manner whatsoever with the other 
bill. 

.Mr. ROBINSON. No. The other bill will probably not be 
passed at this session. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the considera
tion of this bi11 be temporarily passed to-day. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoBIN
soNl asks that the consideration of this bill be passed tem
pora1·ily, '\\ithout prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
LICENSING OF PLEASURE YACHTS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 2265-0) to replace sections 4214 and 4218 of 
the Ile-vised Statutes. 

The Clerk read the biU, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may 

cause yachts used a:nd employed exclusively as pleasure vessels or .de-

si1?1ted as models of naval architecture, if built and owned in com
phance with the provisions of sections 4133 to 4135, to be licensed on 
terms which will authorize them to proceed from port to port of the 
United States and to foreign ports without entering or clearing at the 
customhouse ; such license shall be in such form as the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor may prescribe. Such vessels so enrolled and 
licensed, shall not be allowed to transport merchandise or carry passen
gera for pay. Such vessels shall have their name and port placed on 
some conspicuous portion of their bulls. Such vessels shall in all re
spects, except as above, be subject to the laws of the United States and 
shall be liable to seizure and forfeiture fo-r any violation of th~ provi-
sions of this title. · 

. ~Ee. 2. Tha~ every yacht, except tho~ !Jf 15 grqss tons or under, 
v1s1ting a foreign country under the provisions of sections 4214 4215, 
and 4217 of the Revised Statutes shall, on her return to the 'united 
States, make due entry at the customhotise of the port at which, on 
such return, she shall arrive. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. FosTER] 

reserves the right to object. 
Mr. FOSTER. I would like to have the gentleman in charge 

of this bill explain it, and especially the letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, in which he says that-

This department doubts the advisability of making this unqualified 
exemption, as it would tend to facilitate smuggling in small boats 
~ong the northern frontier and endanger the revenue. 

Now, it seems to me that this is of some importance, coming, 
as it does, from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 

l\fr. ALEXA1'"'DER. Yes; but if the gentleman had read 
further on and would then examine the bill he would find 
that the amendment suggested by the Secretary of the Treasury 
had been in.corpora ted in the bill, so as to protect the Treasury: 

Mr. FOSTER. I had not gotten through. Does the gentle
man think that this protects all that feature of it, that might 
permit any smuggling to take place in these small poats? 

Mr . ..ALEXAJ\1DER. I think so, and that is the judgment of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. 18 there objection? 
l\fr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the title of this bill is "To replace 

sections 4214 and 4218 of the Revised Statutes." 
Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MANN. I assume that the purpose is to amend those 

pro\isions of the ReTised Statutes? · 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes; and I think the amendments I 

shall offer will put the bill in the proper form. 
Mr. SLAYDEX . 1\fr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Mis-

souri permit a question? • 
The- SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mis ouri yield? 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. What particular class of American citizens 

would be'benefited by this bill-just the yacht owners? 
Mr. ALEXA:NDER. No; not only the yacht owners, but a 

large class of people who live on the Northern Lakes and on th(~ 
Detro.it Ri\er, who own pleasure vessels of various descrip
tions and who have summer homes on the Canadian side. This 
bill will permit them to go o\er the Lakes or.Detroit River from 
ports of the United States to the Canadian ports and return 
without entering or clearing at the customhouse. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Does the gentleman mean excursion boats? 
l\fr. ALEXANDER. No; I refer to yachts and pleasure boats 

on the Lakes. Many own launches and yachts and hm-e snmmer 
homes in Canada, and go over on Saturdays and Sundays and 
holidays to the Canadian side to their summer homes. With
out this legislation they are put to great inconvenience in enter-
ing or clearing at the customhouse. -

l\1r. 1\1.ANN. Will the gentleman yield to me in that connec-
~? , 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 
Mr. l\_J:ANN. Does not the first section of this bill merely ex

tend a prinlege of the same character to boats on the Great 
Lakes as now exists with reference to boa.ts along the seaboard? 

1\Ir. ALEXANDER. Yes; the same privilege as now exists 
on the seaboard, referred to in section 4214; nnd the first sec
tion of this bill amends section 4214 . 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Of the ReTised Statutes? 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes; but only in this regard: It strikes 

-0nt the words "by sea." Section 4214, Revised Statutes, is con
strued by the Department of Commerce and Labor as applying 
to the ocean and not to the Great Lakes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It extends privileges, then, to these owners 
of pleasure boats on the Lakes such as are enjoyed now on the 
ocean? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. And only that? 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. The Secretary of the Treasury,. to 

guard against danger of smuggling, suggested an amendment, 
which is added by the committee as an amendment to the sec
ond section of the bill. 

• _J 



10230 CONGRESSIONAL' ·RECORD-HOUSE. AUGUST 5, 

. Mr. FOSTER. Is there any precaution taken to prevent these 
boats from smuggling· in going back and forth? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. The matter has been gone over 
very carefully. The same penalties against smuggling apply to 
these vessels as to other vessels. We not only submitted the 
bill to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor but also to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, an<l have the approval · of both of 
them. 
· Mr. FOSTER. In making frequent trips across the Lakes or 
the river it would be different from going across _the ocean. 

Mr. ALJL~NbEH.. This applies only to pleasure boats of 
less than 15 tons; small boats. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They would not cross the ocean. 
Mr. FOS'l'ER. I know; but it is usually a more difficult 

matter to carry on smuggling in case of a vessel only crossing 
the ocean than one making frequent n·ips across some narrow 
portion of a Jake. 

l\Ir. SLAYDEN . • Well, even if it does encourage a little 
smuggling, that would be in the direction of free trade. 

Mr. FOSTER. Well, we ought to get it by law and not by 
stealtll. 

Mr. S.ABATH. 
Mr. FOSTER. 

objection. 

Stealth. [Laughter.] 
Yes; by stealth. However, I withdraw my 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read the committee amendment, as follows : 
P1·ovide<l, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to ex

empt the master or person in charge of a yacht or vessel arriving from 
a foreign port or place with dutiable articles on board from reporting 
to the customs officer of the United States at the port or place at 
which said yacht or vessel shall arrive, and deliver in to said officer a 
manifest of all dutiable articles brought from a foreign country in such 
yachts or vessels. 

SEC. 3. That all acts and parts of acts not consistent herewith are 
hereby repealed. 

The SPEAKER. The quesdon is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. . 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 

gentleman from Missouri [l\fr . .ALEXANDER). 
· The Clerk read the amendµlent, as follows: 

Amend, by striking out on page 1, line 3. the words "That the" and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: " That sections 4214 and 4218 
of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are hereby, amended to read 
as follows: ' Section 4214. The'- and by adding quotation marks after 
the word ' title.' on page 2, line 12, and by striking out on page 2, line 
13, the words ' Section 2. That ' and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing: ' Section 4218' and by adding quotation marks at the end of 
the section." 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
·The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed a.pd read 

a third time, and was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. There is an amendment to the title. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend the title, so that it will read as follows: 
"A bill to amend sections 4214 and 4218 of the Revised Statutes." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
On motion of l\Ir. ALEXANDER, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by wh~ch the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
IMMIGRATION OF INSANE PERSONS. 

I The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 19544) to amend section 9 of the immigra
tion act approved February 20, 1907. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it· enacted, etc., That section 9 of the immigration act approved 

February 20, 1907, be amended as follows: 
After the word " epileptics " insert the words " insane persons," so 

that section 9 shall read as follows : 
"SEC. 9. Tbat it shall be unlawful for any person, including any 

transportation company other than railway lines entering the United 
States from foreign contiguous territory, or the owner, master, agent, 
or consignee of any ve sel to bring to the United States any alien sub
ject to any of the following disabilities : Idiots, imbeciles, epileptics, 
insane persons, or persons afflicted with tuberculosis or with a loath
some or dangerous contagious disease, and if it shall appear to the 
satisfaction of the ecretary of Commerce and Labor that any alien 
so brought to the United States was afflicted with any of the said dis
eases or disabilities at the time of foreign embarkation and that the 
existence of such disease or disability might have been detected by 
means of a competent medical examination at such time, such person 
or transportation company, or the master, agent, owner, or consignee 
of any such vessel shall pay to the collector of customs of the customs 
district in which the port of arrival is located the sum of $200 for each 
and every violation of the provisions of this section; and no vessel shall 
be granted clearance papers pending the determination of the question 
of the liability to the payment of such fine, and in the event such fine 
is imposed, while it remains unpaid, nor shall such fine be remitted or 
refunded: Provided., That clearance may be granted prior to the de-

termination of such questions upon the deposit of a sum sufficient to 
(:~';!~:1~~h a!~e {:!1b~r~::?sts, such sum to be named by the Secretary of 

With the following committee amendments: 
re?a.~!?e 1, line 4, after the word " amended,'' insert the words " so as to 

Pag~ 1, strike out lines 6 and 7, the words -proposed to be stricken 
out bemg as follows : · . . · 

After the word "epileptics," insert the words " insane persons,'' so 
that section 9 shall read as follows : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object to 

th~ present consideration of this bill, I desire to say that I am 
d?m~ so, not for any reason that I have any objection to the 
bill itself, but simply for the purpose of saying a few words 
about the report accompanying the bill. 
• As you wJil notice, the bill provides-

. That it shall be unlawf~ for al?y person. including any transporta
tion. companr other tha.n railway Imes entering the nited States from 
foreign contiguous territory, or the owner, master. agent, or r.onsignee 
of any ve~sel t? br~~A: to th~ United S?ttes al?y alien subject to any of 
the followmg disabilities : Idiots, imbeclles, epileptics insane persons or 
person~ a:ffii<;teq with · tyb~rculosis or with · a loathsome or danger'ous 
contagious disease, and if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Sec
retary of Commerce and Labor that any alien so brought to the United 
States was amicted with any of the said diseases or disabilities at the 
time of foreign embarkation and that the existence of such disease or 
disability. might have '\>een detected by means of a COQlpetent medical 
examination at such time, such person or transportation company or 
the master, agent. owner, or consignee of any such vessel shall pay to 
the collector of customs of the customs district in which tbe port of 
arri':a~ is locate.d the sum of 200 for each and every violation of the 
provisions of this section-

and notwithstanding the fact that I am against any additional 
unreasonable restrictive immigration legislation, I wi h to vo 
on record in favor of this bill and am desirous of informinv the 
membership of this House that I am not opposed to an; bill 
which honestly aims to protect. our country from the criminal, 
the insane, or those suffering from loathsome, dangerous, or con
tagious diseases, or legislation which aims to protect our coun
try from gross negligence on ·the part of the steamship com
panies. 

And right here I desire to state that the people I have the 
honor of representing and those for whom I at times speak are 
not opposed to any legislation which tends in the right direction 
nor to legislation which actually may protect us from really 
objectionable immigration and which might be detrimental to 
the welfare of our country. And I feel confident that they, as 
well as myself are as desirous as any professional and capital
making individual of keeping out the idiot, the imbecile, the 
epileptic, insane persons, persons suffering from tuberculosis 
or with loathsome, dangerous, or contagious diseases, or others 
that are actually unde irable. . 

What I take exception to is the .unfair and unwarranted re
port accompanying this bill, which, on page 2, embodies a .part 
of a report of the New York State Board of Alienists for the 
year 1911, and reads as follows : 
· It must be remembered that foreign countries look with favor upon , 
the emigration to America of .diseased and defective persons. Exami
nation by American officials at the ports of embarkation in Europe 
has been strenuously opposed by certain foreign Governments, and it is 
a notorious fact, commented upon in every annual report of the Com
missioner General of Immigration, that the steamship companies make 
only the most perfunctory medical examination of passengers upon 
their departure for America. Thus there are no obstacles in the way 
of diseased persons embarking for this country. In the case of those 
returning, however, the conditions are reversed. The passengers are 
carefully scrutinized l;ly ships' surgeons at the gangway, as they em
bark at the port of New York, and those who do not satisfy the steam
ship officials or the representatives of foreign . Governments stationed 

· on such ships are peremptorily refused passage, even although they 
have been O'Illy a short time away from the countries to which they 
still owe allegiance. Cases are not decided individually, upon their 
merits, but as soon as it is learned that an applicant for passage bas 
been in an institution for the insane he is at once rejected. It can 
be seen that, with an unimpeded flow of inferior immiarants to this 
country, and with an outflow which is so carefully regulated that only 
the prosperous and sound can return, we must ultimately become the 
asylum for an increasing number of those unable to sustain themselves. 

Now, 1\fr. Speaker, this portion of this report is unjustifiable 
by any facts or any evidence that can be substantiated. Agai!l, 
on the same page, the report contains another extract from page 
22 of the same New York Board of Alienists, which rends as 
follows: 

For the first few years after the commencement of that remarkable 
migration of the races of southern and eastern Europe to this country 
(to which Austria-Hungary. Italy, and Russia have contributed nearly 
500,000 persons a year), it is noted that the increase of patients of 
those nationalities in the State hospitals was gradual. By 1905, how
ever, it was possible to predict that when the cfl'ects of the "new im
migration " commenced to be felt the "old immigration " (of Germans, 
Irish. and Scandinavians) would be outdone in the numbers of insane 
added to the ioreign-born population of our State hospitals. To-day 
that prediction is fulfilled, and during the year more than 55 per cent 
of the aliens deported by the United States Immigration Service were 
natives of those three countries. 
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Mr. ·speaker, I am· satisfied tha:t ·the figures as well as ·the 
statements contained in these two extracts are incorrect, and 
furthermore, are direct insults not only to the people coming 
from Au.stria-Hungary, Italy, and Russia, but as well to thm~e 
from Germany, Ireland, and · Scandinavia. 

These people ne1er have been and are not now a bnrden upon 
the State of New York, as they pay more than their propor
tionate share toward maintaining the public institutions. And 
again, Mr. Speaker, t am obliged to take exception to the ex
tract in this report, purporting to be :rn article from the New 
York Times, which purports to be furnished by the secretary, 
McGarr, of the same lunacy commission, and which reads as 
follows: 

INS.A.XE A.LIENS. , 

The Times is informed by Secretary l\lcGarr, of the State commission 
in lunacy, that of the 31,432 immne patients under treatment in the 14 
State hospitals on February 10 last, 13,163, or 41.9 per cent, were 
aliens. Foreign-born patients have increased since the I<'ederal census 
of December 31, 1903, by 1,552, or 13.4 per cent. In the two State 
hospitals for the criminal insane there were 1,230 patients on Febr~ary 
10, of whom nearly 44.4 per cent were of alien birth ; the Federal census 
of lfl10 showed a percentage of aliens to total population in this State 
of 29.9 per cent. . 

The prevalence of insanity among immigrants is evidently much 
greater than among the native born. Of the 5,700 patients _admitted to 
the civil hospitals for the year ending September 30, 1!.Hl. 2,737. or 48 
per cent, were aliens, and 1,481,, or 26 per cent, were of ali'en parentage, 
while only 1,224, less than 26 per cent, were of native stock. Of the 
whole number, the nativity of but 218, which is 3 .8 per cent, was not 
ascertainable. Insanity among the foreiirn peoples of this city occurs in 
a still larger percentage of cases. Of the first admissions to the hos
pitals 2,006 out of 3,221 residents of the city were of foreign birth ; 
that is 64.1 per cent, although the foreign-born population is but 40.4 
per cent or the whole. 

In this article, as well as in the two abO"\e-mentioned ex
tracts, the percentages and the statistical data are so juggled as 
to place the · foreign people in a disad1antageons positio:i;i. I 
admit that the deplorable conditions under which these people 
are often obliged to work and live dri1e some of them insane, 
but, on the whole, if you take into consideration the percentagc> 
of the foreign population of New .York and the percentage of 
those in the insane asylums you will find that it is not greater
yes, not as large-than that of the nati1e born who at no time 
are obliged to undergo the hardships, the trials, and the tribu
lations that the foreign-born citizen must. 

l\1r. Speaker, I ha.Ye heard the ' gentlemen representing this 
New York Board of Alienists before our committee complain 
of the great sum of money which it costs the State of New 
York to provide for these people, and I have seen and beard 
them gi-rn figures-what it costs the State of New Yor~ an
nually, nearly $8,000,000, to provide for its feeble-minded and 
its insane. On one of the occasions I have remarked to them, 
and I will state it again, that if the public officials of New 
York State having charge of- these institutions would be more 
careful and practice some economy in expending the public 
money that one-third of that amount would amply suffice to 
provide prope;-ly for the maintenance and care of all its un
fortunates of these institutions. 

l\Ir. Speaker, I do not desire to be unjust or unfair, but I can 
not help believing that the main reason for these reports 
published by this board is that these gentlemen, these mem
bers of the New York State Board of Alienists, are endeavor
ing to de...-elop a sentiment in our country which will force 
this House to enact legislation creating a new board of medi
cal examiners which will be composed only of the specialists 
and nlienists from their ~cbool. And that this is their desire 
I can substantiate by their own evidence before our committee 
only a few months ago. 

We in the city of Chicago ha1e as large a foreign population 
in proportion to the population as the city of New York, and I 
haye yet to hear a single complaint from any source whatever 
about the cost of the large number that may be confined in our 
city, county, or State institutions, and I feel confident, notwith
standing the fact that I have not the statistics at hand, that 
the percentage of foreign born and those of foreign parentage 
is not greater than that of the natives. l\lr. Speaker, the con
sideration of this bi11 has given certain gentlemen again an 
opportunity to inquire why the Dillingham bill, which passed 
the Senate some time ago, can not receive consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel obliged to inform these gentlemen that 
notwithstanding the fact they are advocates of restrictive legis
lation and desirous to pass most any restrictile bill, having con
fidence in their judgment, I feel satisfied that they never would 
or could vote for the Dillingham bill. Personally I consider it 
a makeshift-a bill tor which no fair-minded man who desires 
intelligent, fair, and just legislation would \Ote. It is a hodge
podge. It is a bill composed of six or eight ·other bills, and sent 
over to this House in such shape that really no one can tell 
what some of its provisions mean and aim to accomplish. 

XL VIII--643 

If anyone will read it carefnl1y he will find that .it repeals the 
Chinese-exclusion act. Now I shall pause for _an · answer, and 
inquire, Are there any l\Iembers who desire to go on record in 
fa1or of repealing the Chinese-exclusion act? Or are there any 
Members who would be wi1ling to \ote for the now known and 
celebrated Root amendment? Surely not. 

If the time permitted I could point but many other objec
tionable features in the bill which this Democratic House would 
never vote for. What we stand for is fair and just legislation
legislation which is actual1y demanded by and would be bene
ficial to the people and to our country. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. Ir. Speaker, resening the right to object, 
I will say that I can not understand bow anybody can object to 
the consideration a?d passage of this bill. Every possible source 
of information indicates the necessity of the passage of this leg
islation. I myself regret that the bill is not more general in its 
terms, but it is a step in the right direction. It is an improve-· 
ment on existing law, and therefore I hope that the bill will 
pass. Of course, we are not enacting into law the report of the 
committee accompanying the bill, but statistics in my posses
sion and information which I El.eem reliable disclose an alarm
ing situation with reference to the alieli insane, idiots, arid im
beciles in some of our State institutions. For instance, in the 
State of New York the cost of maintaining foreign insane in the 
institutions of that State exceeds $4,000,000 per annum. That 
is only in one State. I sincerely hope the bill wi11 pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\lr. l\I.ANN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to be 

informed whether my understanding is correct, that all this 
bill does is to insert in the existing l,a w the words " insane per
sons"? Is that correct? 

l\:Ir. BURNETT. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
the change w hicb the bill makes. 

l\lr. l\lANN. Is that the only change it makes? 
l\fr. BURNETT. It increases the penalty from $100 to $200. 
Mr. MAl'.."'N. Those are the only changes? 
l\Ir. BURNETT. Those are the only changes. 
l\fr. l\IANN. If consent is given for the consideration of this 

bill, is it intended to have other amendments offered? 
l\Ir. BURNETT. None by me. I have not thought of any 

such thing. I want this bill to pass on its merits, and I hope 
it will pass in just that way. 

l\lr . .l\lAKN. Does the gentleman know whether anybody else 
intends to offer any amendments? 

l\lr. BURNETT. I do not know of any others. '.rhis is an 
important and urgent bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. While I ;;hould like to offer some amend
ments to the bi11, I shall not do it in the event that unanimous 
consent is given for its consideration, because I understantl 
from the gentleman from Illinois that there will probably be 
objection if other amendments are offered. 

l\Ir. l\IANN. I should like to suggest that this is a matter 
that might be passed on under an armed neutrality agreement, 
without inYol1ing the main question in reference to immigra
tion. I think no one objects to these proposed· changes, and the 
injection of anything else would probably prevent the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. BUR:r-.."'ETT. I hat:e no doubt it would, and for that rea
son I hope no gentleman will jeopardize its passage by offerfag 
any amendments. · 

l\lr. FITZGERALD. Mr . .Speaker, one statement of the gen
tleman from Il1inois [Mr. SABATH] should not be permitted to 
pass unchallenged. Some statements in this report, consisting 
of quotations from newspaper clippings, are accurate. It costs 
the State of New York more than $2,000,000 a year to take care 
of the alien insane. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It costs more than $4,000,000 a year to 
provide for the alien insane. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am speaking of the insane who escape 
the scrutiny of immigration officials that come into the State. 
It costs altogether about $9,000,000 a year to take care of the 
insane in New York, $2,000,000 of which is due to the· coming 
in of insane ·aliens because of inspection tlrat is not adequate. 
In the sundry civil bill this year provision has been made. fo1• 
some additional inspectors, who are to be especially qualified to 
detect _ mental defectives, and it would be of great v.alue to the 
entire country if legislation could be enacted that will prevent 
the European countries from relieving themselves of the burden 
of taking care of the mental defectives and placing it on the 
various States of the Union. I believe that the bill is a very 
wise one and should be enacted. 

:Mr. MANN. l\fr. Speaker, I JtSk unanimous consent that the 
previous question may be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendment to final passage. 
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The SPEAKER. But the House has not yet given permission 
to consider it. 

Mr. l\I~'N. I ask unanimous consent for its present consid
eration and that the previous question may be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendment to final passage. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the committee amendment shall be considered as agreed to and 
the bill be passed and a motion to reconsider laid on the table. 
[Laughter.] That would dispose of it in one motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
asks unanimous consent for the oresent consideration of the 
bill; that the committee amendment be considered as agreed 
to and the bill be considered as passed, and a motion to recon
sider lay on the table. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Reserving the right to ob
ject, Mr. Speaker, I wish to point out that that will pre-vent 
.an amendment being offered to the bill putting in the educa
tional test for immigrants. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. That is exactly what is intended. 
l\Ir. ROBINSON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 

I desire to say to the gentleman from Massachusetts that a 
moment ago I made the statement that I myself would like to 

' offer some amendments to tlie bill, but I was assured by gentle-
men on that side of the Chamber that if amendments were to 
be offered objection would be made to its consideration. 

Mr. GARDNER of :Massachusetts. I know that the gentle
man from Arkansas feels the same way I do about the educa
tional test, and if the gentleman from Alabama wishes to put 
the bill through in that way I shall not object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to say to the gentleman fr-om 
Massachusetts in regard to these amendments being offered to 
the bill, that if the amendments were offered they would not be 
germane and could not be considered. · 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I think tlley are germane. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I think they are not. 
1\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I know what I am talking 

about. I was on the committee that reported it, and examined 
it thoroughly. 

Mr. BURNETT. l\Ir. Speaker, no gentleman in this House 
has worked harder, in season and out of season, to get a report 
and action of the House on the illiteracy-test bill than I ha-ve. I 
haye tried by all means to haye it reached on the call of com
mittees on Wed.Ile days, but the Immigration Committee has not 
been reached on that call. I ha-ve besieged the doors of tlle Com
mittee on Rules and have been unable to secure a rule for its 
consideratfon. I have a letter froni the chairman of the Com
mittee on Rules, which I desire to insert in the RECORD. 

In that letter he says that the Rules Committee could not 
give us a rule at this session. I asked for a rule on the Dilling
ham bill, as substituted by the Burnett bill by the House Com
mittee on Immigration. The letter states that the committee 
could not giye consideration to that rule at this session or report 
it out at this session, on account of many other matters before 
the committee. That is the substance of the letter, and that 
at the beginning of the next session, in early December, a rule 
would be reported by which the bill could be taken up and 
action be had on it. That being true, and the fa<:t that one ob
jection would defeat the bill now under consideration, intro
duced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. KINDRED], and on 
account of the acute conditions that prevail as to the incoming 
insane aliens, I hope that no effort at this time will be made 
to load this bill with amendments that might jeopardize its 
passage. 

l\Ir. GARD~ER of Massachusetts. I want to ask the gentle
man from Alabama a question. I have been shown a letter 
from the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY] and a letter 
from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], and 
I think one was addressed to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. BURNETT] and the other to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FINLEY]. I can not say which letter makes the 
explicit statement, but one or the other of those letters says 
definitely that we shall have a rule to consider this Burnett
Dillingham bill in December. Is that so? 

Mr. BUR~"'ETT. That is true as to the letter from Mr. 
HENBY to myself. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. One thing more. I have 
been shown replicas of letters sent by the gentleman from Ala
bama himself, stating to various Members on the Democratic 
side that they have done their best to help him to secUl·e tlle 
rule, and tllat it is impo sible to get it. 

Mr. BURNETT. That is true. 
1\1r. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Is it not true, also, that 

the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] asked for . the 
entire day of next Thursday for the discussion of the majority 

and minority reports on the steel investigation, when in· fact 
there is no bill before the House in relation to the matter? 

Mr. FOSTER. I hope the gentleman will put in tlle fact that 
the request was objected to. 

l\1r. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Not on that side of the 
House, but on tllis side by l\Ir. AUSTIN, of Tennessee. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
me for a brief statement? 

Mr. BURNETT. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
l\Ir. SLAYDEN. l\Ir. Speaker, I am in sympathy with the 

proposition to restrict immigration in such a way as to keep un
desirables out of the country, but I 1}:1.ink it would be particu
larly unfortunate to complicate witll the general question of im
migration tlle bill under consideration. It is urgently impor
tant that this legislation should be enacted. I have here the 
hearings before the committee on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, in which the statement is made that there are at tiie pres
ent time 8,<?00 alien in ane, one-quarter of the whole, supported 
at the public expense in the New York State Hospital at a cost 
to the State of $2,000,000 annually. It says that the great rmm
ber of alien insane is being rapidly increased, and they want the 
law am~nded in such a way as to protect the public. I am per
sonally m favor of amending the inlmigration laws so as to keep 
out all ~.d~sir~bles .. But I hope that no gentleman occupying 
that position will obJect to the consideration of this bill 01· in
sist that it be complicated with amendments because in my 
judgment it is legislation that is urgently need~d. 

.Mr. BURNETT. l\Ir. Speaker, the gentleman from 'l'exas 
[Mr. SLAYDEN] has well said that the bill which we now have 
under consideration is of the greatest importance. The pur
pose of the bill is to check the inil ux of insane aliens to tMs 
counh·y. 

Under the law as it now exi ts insane aliens are debarred 
fro1? this cou~tr3'.", but ther~ is no penalty on the steamship com
~an?~s fo.r brmgmg them. m. Under section !} of the pre~ent 
llilm1gration law steamship companies are subject to a tine of 
$100 for bring~g in a~ens who are jdlots, imbeciles, epileptics, 
or who are afflicted with tuberculosis, and so forth. This bill 
proposes to make this penalty $200 and to make it apply to 
perso~s afflicted w~th insanity. There is a growing necessity 
for this law. The msane as~lums of New York and some other 
Northern States are being filled with in ane aliens coming 
from eastern and southern Europe, and if inlmigration from 
the e countries ·is not checked the asylums of the Soutllern and 
Western States will soon begin to be crowded with this same 
class of peor,Ie. 

The steamship companies do not care how many of these 
people they dump on our shores so long as tlley can get the 
passage m ::mey, and they will continue to pour them in unless 
they are made to feel the heavy hand of the law forbiddin(J' 
it. I will here quote from the report of my Committee on Imi:: 
migration on this bill : 

An acute condition has ari en in certain sections of the coun
try, conspicuously in New York State, where great numbers of 
insane aliens become the inmates of the State hospitals and are 
cared for at the State's expense. This impo es a tremendous 
burden upon the State from a financial standpoint as well as 
throwing it into jeopardy !rom excessi-ve numbers of insane 
aliens. 

The Commissioner of Immigration ill his report for tlle fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1911, has this to say in regard to the ques-
tion: . 

One of the most useful provisions of the present statute is section 9 
by. whie:h a fin~ of 100 is assessed .agains~ any steamship line that 
brrngs to a Uruted States port an alien afflicted with a loathsome or 
dangerous contagious di ease, or with tuberculo is, or with iilioc.r im
becility, or epilepsy. During the past year such fines were a. es ed in 
246 cases, the agg1·egate amount being $24,600, of which 23,700 was 
on account of the first, $100 on account of the second, and 800 on · ac
count of the third class, respectively. It is believed this statute would 
be much more effective, however, if the amount of th e fine were made 
considerably larger-sufficiently large to compel the transportation com
panies us a mea.sure of self-protection to use greater ca1·e in the medical 
inspection of embarking passengers. The fine should also be made to 
cover cases of insanity, a class omitted from the present statute prob
ably by inadvertence. 

On page 9, report of New York State Board of Alienists for 
the year ended September 30, 1911, js the following: 

It must be remembered that foreign countries look with favor upon 
the _nigration to America of di ea ed and defective persons. Exam
in tion by American officials at the p01·ts of embarkation in Europe has 
been strenuously opposed by certain foreign Governments, and it is a 
notorious fact. commented upon in every annual r eport of the Commis
sioner General of Immigration, that the steamship companies make only 
the most perfunctory medical examination of passengers upon their de
parture for America. Thus there are no obstacles in the way of diseased 
persons embarking for this country. In the case of those returning, 
however, the conditions are reversed. The passengers are carefully 
scrutinized by ships' .surgeons at the gangway, as they embark at the 
port of New York, and those who do not satisfy the steamsWp officials 
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or the representatives of foreign Governments stationed on such ships 
are peremptorily refused passage, even although they have been only a 
short time away from the countries to which they still owe allegiance. 
Cases are not decided individually, upon their mel'its, but as soon as it 
ls learned thut an applicant for passage has been in an institution for 
the insane he is at once 1·ejected. It can be seen that, with an unim
peded flow of inferior immigrants to this country, and with an outflow 
which is so carefully regulated that only the prosperous and sound can 
return, we must ultimately become the asylum for an increasing number 

On llage 22 of the same report is the following : 
For the first few years after the commencement of that remarkable 

migration cf the races of southern and eastern Europe to this country 
(to which Austria-llungary, Italy, and Russia have contributed nearly 
500,000 persons a year) it is noted that the increase of patients of 
tho~e nationalities in the State hospitals was gradual. By 1905, how
ever, it was possible to predict that when the effects of the "new im
migraticn" commenced to be felt the "old immigration" (of Germans, 
Irish, and Scandinavians) would be .outdone in the numbers of insane 
added to the foreign-born population of our State hospitals. To-day 
that prediction is fulfilled, and during the year more than 55 per cent 
of the aliens deported by the United States Immigration Service were 
natives of those three countries. 

The New York Times of March 28, 1912, says: 
INSANE ALIENS. 

The Times is informed by Secretary 1\IcGarr, of the State commission 
in lunacy, that of the 31,432 insane patients under treatment in the 14 
State hospitals on February 10 la.st, 13,163, or 41.9 per cent, were 
aliens. Foreign-born patients have increased since the Federal census 
of December 31, 1903, by 1,552, or 13.4 per cent. In the two State hos
pitals for .the criminal insane there were 1,230 patients on February 10, 
of whom nearly 44.4 pei· cent were of. alien birth ; the Federal census Qf 
1910 showed a percentage of aliens to total population in this State of 
29.9 per cent. 

The prevalence of insanity among immigrants is evidently much 
greater than among the native born. Of the 5,700 patients admitted to 
the civil hospitals for the year ending September 30, 1911, 2,737, or 48 
per cent, were aJiens, and 1,481, or 26 per cent, were of alien parentage, 
while only 1,224, less than 26 per cent, were of native stock. Of the 
whole number, the nativity of but 218, which is 3.8 per cent, was not 
ascertainable. Insanity among the foreign peoples of this city occurs 
in a still larger percentage of cases. Of the first admissions to the 
hospitals 2 006 out of 3,221 residents of the city were of foreign birth : 
that is 64.i per cent, although the foreign-born population is but 40.4 
per cent of the whole. 

The extracts from the report of the New York State Board of 
Alienists show an alarming condition. These reputable offi
cials state that many foreign countries encourage the emigra
tion of their insane and diseased people to this country in 
order to rid them elves of their care and expense. Then, is it 
not high time that we begin to protect ourselves against such 
outrages by most drastic lawr? It is believed that placing a 
heavier penalty on the steamship companies for bringing them 
in will make them more careful about receiving them and in 
that way greatly check the outrages being perpetrated on our 
own people. 

The following extracts from the New York State Hospitals 
Bulletin of April, 1912, show an appalling condition. On pages 
5 and 6 it is said : 

In February, 1912, there were 31,432 patients in the 14 State hos
pitals, 41.9 per cent of whom were of foreign birth. Careful studies 
have shown that the frequency of insanity in our foreign population 
is 2.19 times greater than those of native birth. 

·On page 13 the following is stated: 
The relati\'ely large contribution of Italy to the population of the 

ho ·pitals for the criminal insane is worthy of comment. Although the 
Italian constitute but 5 per cent of the foreign-born insane popula
tion of the civil hospitals, they number 23.1 per cent of the foreign
born of the hospitals for the criminal insane. This nationality also 
contributes largely to the prison population of the State. The report 
of the State superintendent of prisons for the year ending September 
30, 1910, shows that the Italians constitute 36.6 per cent of the foreign
born prison population of the State. 

Relatively, the Germans and Irish contribute a much smaller per
centage of insane with criminal tendencies. 

On page 21 is the following : 
First admissions of vario11s nationalities committed before having been 

in the United States 5 years. 

Patients residing in Total in New York 
New York City. State. 

Number. Per cent. Number. Per cent. 

----------------1---- ------------
Austria ________ _. __________________________ 53 13.5 
Canada .. __ . ________ ______ ---------------- 5 1.3 
England and Wales-·-·------------------ 8 2.0 
France. ______ . __________ .------------·--- 7 1.8 
Germany _________ ____ --·--·-------------- 34 8. 7 
Hungary and Bohem.i.3--------------·--·- 28 7.1 Ireland ________ ._._. ______________ ----- .. _ 31 7. 9 
Italy ... ___________________ -----·--------- 49 12. 5 
Russia and Poland ______ ----------_______ 113 28.8 
Scandinavia _________________ .. __ ·--______ 16 4.1 
Scotland. _____ . ___ . ___ . ____ . ___ . _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ 3 . 8 
.A.II other foreign countries _______ --------- 46 11. 7 

73 
13 
14 
7 

·41 
32 
36 
69 

142 
20 
6 

56 

14.3 
2.5 
2. 7 
1.4 
8.1 
6.3 
7.1 

13.6 
27.9 
3.9 
1.2 

11.0 
Total._·---- ___ . ___ .. __________ . ____ •---3-93_, ___ l_00_._0_, ___ 509_1~ 

This table shows conclusively that the larger part .of the immi
grants who are admilted to hospitals for the insane within five years 
&fur landing come {rpm Austria-Hungary, Italy, Russia, and Poland. 

On page 36 it is said: 
13. 'l'he larger part of the immigrants who are admitted to a State 

hospital \vithin five years after landing come from Austt·ia-Hungary, 
Italy, and Ru sia. 

14. The foreign born first admissions show a higher rate of illiteracy 
than th native born. · 

15. The largest percentages of foreign-born illiterates are found 
among the Austrians, Russians, and Italians. 

On page 46 it is said: 
At $262 per patient the total annual cost to the State of the hospital 

care of the foreign-born patients now in the civil hospitals is $3,448,706. 
So long as the yearly addition of immigrants to the hospitals continues 
to increase this annual burden will continue to grow. 

At the rate of $2,882 per patient the admission of 2,737 new foreign
born patients to the State hospitals in 1911 will involve a total expenS3 
to the State before these patients are finally discharged of $7,888,034. 

The New York Herald of April 13, 1912, speaking of condi-
tions in that State, said: · 

Recently the Herald published statistics showing that more than GO 
per cent of the occupants of charitable institutions and insane asylums in 
New York were foreign born and likely entered here under the 1 la::t 
system of the immigration authorities. 

For the most part the immigrants come from the unhealthy parts of 
southern Europe and carry contagious diseases. Many are weak minded, 
a condition difficult to detect, especially in children, and they are sent 
here by their relatives abroad, because they can receive better care in 
American institutions. A majority of the immigrants get no further 
than this city, and prominent medical authorities here have often de
clared that the foreigners are responsible for much of the disease in the 
tenement quarters. 

JULY 24, 1!)12. 
Hon. JOH-Y L. BURNETT, 
. Chairman Committee on lmf!ligration and Naturalization, 

House of Rep1·esentatives. 
DEAR MR. BuR"""ETT : Permit me to acknowledge receipt of your letter 

of July 16, and to say that the same has had most careful considera
tion. Your request that the Committee on Rules take favorable action 
so as to bring before the House the Dillingham bill has been thoroughly 
considered. 

On beht>.lf of the Ccmmittee CJn nules I will say, as chairman, that 
early in December of the next session of this Congress the hill will be 
brought, by rule, before the House of Representatives in order that it 
may be duly considered. .Just at this time the condition of business-· 
before the Committee on Rules and in the House of Representatives is 
such as to render it impracticable to report a rule and give the bill 
consideration during thP. present session. Thanking you for your letter, 
I am, 

Very truly, yours, R. I,. HESRY, 
Chairman Committee on llules, 

· House of Representatives. 

Mr. CANNON. .Mr. Speaker, just a word, if the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. BURNETT] will permit_ This bill further 
guards, as I understand the gentleman from Alabama, the im
migration of insane people from foreign countries to this 
country. Therefore, I made the request which I did, that it 
might be considered as passed. I want to say further, that 
while I have certain fixed n<1tions about immigration to this 
country I have no stone to throw in the way of the considera
tion of an immigration bill, but being in the minority I am 
powerless, although I am told that for months past a Senate 
bill has rested upon the calendar. It seems, howe1er, our 
friends, the majority side of the House, are side-stepping it 
until after the next election. Whom do they want to fool? 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, in reply to that I desire to 
say that while the gentleman was the Spealrer of the House, 
during the last Congress, the Committee on Rules of that Con
gress had a similar resolution pending before it for months, 
and I do not know whether it was inspired by the former 
Speaker or not, but for some reason we were unable ever to g~t 
a resolution reported from that committee to make it in- order 
when we were clamoring for it all of the time. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, 
then as now, it was in the power of a majority of this House on 
any day, except Mondays and Wednesdays, to reach the calendar 
and consider and pass this bill. If you do not get a special rule, 
you have rules a plenty, if the majority of the House want to 
consider it on any day except 1\Iondays and Wednesdays. 

J\fr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, it seems that the former 
Speaker's clamor never did come in during the days in 1907, 
when we were trying to get a bill passed containing an illiteracy 
test for immigrants, when the gentleman was Speaker, and when 
he secured the absence of many of his side of the House, as we 
all saw him do, in order to break a quorum and defeat the 
passage of that bill. 

Mr. CANNON. J\fr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama 
is mistaken, honestly I think, and I want him to take that back.. 

Mr. BURNETT. Very well. There were a hundred or two of 
them that were present. 

Mr. CANNON. l\fr. Speaker, the gentleman is again mistaken 
in that statement and I ask him to take it back. 

Mr. BURNETT. If I am mistaken in the statement, of. 
course I do not insist upon it, but that was the. understanding 
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and the statement of gentlemen upon the gentleman's side of 
the House who saw the performance. 

Mr. OA1\TNON. Mr. Speaker, I say again that the gentleman 
is mistaken in letter and substance. 

Mr. BUR!\"'ETT. Very well, let it go at that. 
Mr. CA.._~TXO .... T . Yery well. Then the gentleman withdraws 

. that statement? 
l\lr. BURNETT. I do not withdraw the statement that I had 

that statement from Members on the gentleman's side. 
Mr. CA~l\ON. 'rhen the statement is an unqualified untruth. 
l\Ir. ffGil1\'ETT. I am quoting from gentlemen on that side 

of the House w-ho ga-ve me the statement, and when the gentle
man from Illinois states it is untrue he makes them out as 
stating an untruth. 

Mr. 1\IANN. l\Ir. Speaker, the f act is the quorum was not 
broken, so the gentleman must be mistaken. 

Ir. BUR~'ETT. No; the quorum was not broken-I with-
draw that part of the statement. 

Mr. l\1Al\~. But the gentleman makes the statement now. 
The SPEAKER. The ,,.entleman from Alabama has the floor. 
l\fr. 1\IANN. The gentleman's statement is incorrect. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has the floor, 

and anybody who desires to interrupt must first address the 
Chair. 

l\lr. BURNETT. · But the absence of enough Members was 
secured to defeat the proposition of the illiteracy test on the 
Tote and not by breaking a quorum, as I erroneously stated. 

l\Ir. CANNON. l\lr. Speaker, I say again that a majority of 
the House then could ha'Ve, as a majority of the House now can, 
on any day, except 1\fond.ays and Wednesdays, under the rules 
of the House, and without a special rule, consider and pass 
the Senate bill with or without the illiteracy test if it desires so 
to do. · 

Mr. HOW ARD. 1\fr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
.l\Ir. HOW AilD. Under what is the House now proceeding? 
The SPEAKER. It is proceeding under an effort to get 

unanimous con ent to consider this bill. 
l\Ir. HOW AilD. l\Ir. Speaker, I have not heard any of these 

gentlemen who have interrupted the gentleman from Alabama 
resen·e the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. That kind of talk takes a \ery wide lati-
tude. 

l\Ir. l\fANN. But the gentleman was not here. 
l\Ir. HOW AilD. Oh, I ha'\e been here all of the time. 
l\Ir. BURNETT. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask that the request be put. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia object? 
l\Ir. HOWARD. I do not. I wanted to know under what 

rule we were proceeding. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlem•n from Illinois [Mr. OANNON] 

asks unanimous con ent for the present consideration of this 
bill and to consider the coIDIOittee amendments as adopted and 
the bill passed and the motion to reconsider made and laid on 
the table. Is there objection? 

l\Ir. SULZER. l\Ir. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 
l\Ir. BURNETT. l\Ir. Speaker, there was no objection to the 

consideration of the bill. . 
The SPEAKER. That request has never been put. Is there 

objection to the present consideration of this bill? 
l\Ir. l\IANN. l\Ir. Speaker, I again submit the request which I 

made before, that unanimous consent be given for the imme
diate consideration of the bill and that the previous question be 
considered as ordered on the bill and committee amendments to 
final passage. . 

Mr. RAKER. l\fr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
l\Ir. COVINGTON. .l\Ir. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. 'I'he gentleman will state it. 
Mr. COVINGTON. Is there anything now before the Hc•.lse? 
The SPEAKER. There is before the House a unanimous-

con ent request of the gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. l\IANN], 
and the gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER] reser\es the 
right to object. -

Ii.Ir. RAKER. ?ifr. Speaker, I would like to make a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
l\Ir. RAKER. Whether or not under the request of the gen

tleman from Illinois, if it is granted, the bill will be permitted 
to be amended? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman's request is granted, the 
bill can not be amended except by the committee amendments. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. GARDNER of :Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I would ask to have the request again 
-stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will please 
again state his request. 

Mr. MANN. l\fr. Speaker, the purpose of my reque.st was to 
facilitate the ~assa¥e of a bill to which no one objected, and 
was that the bill lllght be taken up for con ideration and that 
the preTious question should be considered as ordered upon the 
bill and committee amendments to final passage. 

l\Ir. GARD~ER of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman re
quest it be considered in the House, or is it a House bill? 

l\Ir. l\IAl\~. It is a House Calendar bill. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman from Illinois asks unani

mous consent for the pre ent consideration of this bill and that 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill 
and committee amendments to final passage. Is there objec
tion? 
. l\1r. RODDEl\~ERY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
Ject, I gather from the statement of my distinguished colleague 
from Alabama that the Committee on Rules advised him that 
on account of the rnsh of other matters they have not time to 
consider a rule at this time. I do not know that I shall object 
to the present consideration of this particular bill, but when we 
approach the consideration of this bill I apprehend that it 
should be on a fair and correct basis of the facts in regard to it. 
For two months there has been pending before the Rules Com
mittee of this House--

1\Ir. COVINGTO:N. Will the gentleman permit an interrup
tion? 

.l\I.r. RODD~~ERY. Not just now. A resolution making the 
Burnett immigration bilJ, a general restrictive bill, a special 
order. The Committee on Rules has considered dozens of spe
cial orders which have been brought to their attentjon subse
quent to that time, and if we are not at this ses ion to have 
consideration of general restrictive immigration legislation it 
should .not be placed upon an incorrect excuse or attributed to 
a false reason. A suggestion has been made to the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. CANNON] that during his Speaker· 
ship a similar bill was reported. and the Committee on Rules of 
~e Republican House would not act upon it. It is true; and 
Just about that time organizations interested in the advance
ment and passage of general restrictirn immigration legislation 
wrote to the Members of the House of Representatives asking 
how they stood on such legislation. They began at the top. 
They addJ.·e sed one of their communications to the honorable 
Speaker of the House a little prior to March 14. and at that 
time ~he Speaker replied : 

I am in favor of all just, proper, · and rational legi lation along · the 
lines of regulating for·eign immigration, but am not in favor of every 
proposition to restrict foreign immigi·ation that may be proposed. Un
doubtedly the right sort. of immigration is desirable and the ·wrong 
sort ought to be shut out. 

Mr. GOLD FOGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
~Ir. RODDEJ. ~BERY. Not at this moment. At the same time 

a letter \\'as addJ.·essed to the Democratic leader of the House, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, and he answered in a letter under date of 
February 26, 1910--

1\Ir. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman giye me a chance to 
ask him a question? 

The SPEAKER. · Does the gentleman fi·om Georgia yield? 
Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield. The letter addre sed 

by the Farmers' Union to these gentlemen was--
1\Ir. GOLDFOGLE. l\Ir. Speaker, I raise a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. What is the question of order? 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That the gentleman is not discussing the 

matter before the Hou e, and that his remarks are not germane. 
The SPEAKER. The question before tile House is whether 

there shall be unanimous consent to the request made by the 
crentleman from Illinois. Any gentleman can bring this matter 
to a head by calling for the regular order. The gentlem:rn will 
proceed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. In the letter the question was asked : 
Are you in favor of securing without delay more stringent legislation 

along the lines of restricting foreign immigration? 

To which l\Ir. UNDERWOOD replied, under date of February 26, 
1910 : 

Fourth. Securing without delay mure stringent legislation along the 
line of restricting foreign immi00ration. 

I have for many years been in favor of restricting immigration. Some 
years ago, on my motion, an educational test for immigrants coming 
into this country was pa ed by the House of Representatives, but de
feated in the Senate. This proposition will continue to have my hearty 
support. 

I desire to read now from the distinguished chairman of the 
Rules Committee--

Mr. GARDNER of .Massachusetts. l\lr. Speaker, I caU for the 
regular order. 
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Mr. RODDE1'J3ERY ( continumg). Mr. HENRY, and from Mr. 

·Pou, of the Committee on Rules, and l\Ir. HAR~WIOK, of the Com
mittee on Rules, and others. 

The SPlDAKER. The gentle.man is out of order. The ques
tion is on the request of the gentleman from Illinois [.Mr. 
MANN] that the House grant Unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of this bill, that the previous question on the bill 
and committee amendments be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. RODDE.i."'lffiliJRY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to. 
object--

Mr. GARDNER of l\lassachusetts. The gentlelDJln can make 
no re errntion of the right to object; the gentleman must know 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the 
right to demand the regular order, and that is equivalent to an 
objection. Is there objection no\v to the request of the gentle-
:mnn that-- I 

1\Ir. HOWARD. .Mr. Speaker, a parliamentru.·y inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The O'entleman will state it. 
Mr. HOW ARD. I would like to ask the Chair if it is not a 

fact as we are proceeding rmder unanimous consent that unani
mous consent has to be acquired before the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois is in order? 

The SPEAKER. Why, that is exactly what the gentleman 
from Illinois is asking-unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOW ARD. I understand, Ur. Speaker, but he couples 
with the unanimous con ent all of these .provisos shutting off 
any amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could couple with it the 
Ten Commandments if he chose to do so. [Laughter.] 

Mr. UODDENBERY. :Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER '.rhe gentleman will state it. , 
Mr. RODDRXBEUY. Does the request for unanimous con

sent by the gentleman from Illinois interrupt the proceedings 
and prevent the conclusion of my remarks touching the posi
tion of distinguished Democrats on this question? 

The SPEAKER. It shuts the gentleman Qut absolutely. 
Afr. IlODDENBERY. I shall therefore be obliged to object

I am in favor of a fair hearing and will continue my remarks 
on another day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [1\Ir. RonnEN
BERY] objects. The question recurs, then, on the same request 
for unanimous consent to consider this bill. Is there objection? 

l\Ir. BARTHOLDT. I object. 
The SPEAKER. 'J~he gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BAR

THOLD'r] objects, and the bill is stricken from the calendar. 
The Clerk will report the next one. 

:Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, may I have unanimous 
con ent to extend my remarks in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RonnEN
BERY] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

l\fr. RODDE::NBERY. The extension desired is to put in the 
RECORD--

1\Ir. FITZGERALD rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

New York rise? · 
l\Ir. FITZGER~<\LD. In view of the character of the gentle

man's remarks, he referring to the attitude of other gentlemen 
in this House, I think the extension he proposes should be 
specificaJly stated, and I therefore object. 

The SPF...:AKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 
1\lr. RODDENBERY. l\lr. Speaker, I withdraw my request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia withdraws his 

reque~ t. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

INCREASING THE LIMIT OF COST OF CERTAIN PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

The ne:Kt business on the Calendar for Unanimous .Consent 
was the bill ( S. 66 8) to repeal section 13 of the act approved 
March 2, 1907, entitled " ... m act amending an act entitled 'An 
act to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to 
authorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to au
thorize the erection and completion of public buildings, and for 
other purposes.' " 

The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ' 
l\1r. BU~'ETT. 1\1r. Speaker, I want to state that I am 

going to ask to have this bill passed over without prejudice. 
.l\'Ir. l\IANN. Why not pass the bill? • 
Ml'. BURNETT. Oh, no. I understood that perhaps there 

has 1.Jeen an arrangement by which the lands involved have been 
deeded to the Government--

' ' 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Pass it, anyway. 
l\Ir. MANN. Why not pass the bill? 
Mr. BURNETT (continuing). And for that reason I agreed 

with the gentleman from Illinois [1\fr. RODENBERG] that it be 
passed over. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman has an agreement, all right. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The authority would still be there. 
1\lr. BURNETT. I understand the matter has been settled, 

and I want to get the bill up and passed at this session; but if 
that has not been done, I want to confer with the gentleman 
from ·n1inois [Mr. RODENBERG] first. I told him I would request 
on Monday to haYe it passed over, and without further conver
sation with him I do not "think it should be considered at this 
time. I ask, 1\lr. Speaker, that the consideration of the . bill be 
passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BUR
NETT] asks unanimous consent that the consideration of this 
bill be passed without prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SP~ER. The Clerk will report the next one. 

PREVENTING THE MANUFACTURE, SALE, OR TRANSPORTATION OF 
ADULTERATED FOODS, ETC. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( H. R. 22526) to amend section 8 of an act entitled 
"An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation 
of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, 
drugs, medicines, and-. liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, 
and for other purposes," approved June 30, 1906. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 8 of an .act entitled "An act for pre
venting the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or mis
branded or poisonous or deleterious fOOO.s, drugs, medicines, an.d 
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes,'' ap
proved June 30, 1906, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
out the wo,rds "Third. If in package form, and the contents are stated 
in terms of weight or measure, they are not plainly and correctly 
stated on the outstde of the package," and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: 

" Third. If in package form, the quantity of the contents be not 
plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package in 
terms of weight, measure, or numerical count : Pr01:ided, howei;er, That 
reasonable variations shall be permitted, and tolerances shall be estab
lished by rules and regulations made in accordance with the provisions 
of this act, which shall not in the average reduce the weight, measure, 
or numerical count below that marked on said package." 

SEC. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after 
its passage: Provi ded, howei:er, That no penalty of fine, imprisonment, 
or confiscation shall be enforced for any violation of its provisions as 
to domestic products prepared or foreign products imported prior to 
18 months after its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 2, lines 11, 12, and 13, strike out the ' following language, 

beginning with the comma after the word "Act " : " which shall not in · 
the average reduce the weight, measure, or numerical count below that 
marked on said package." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Ohair will request the gentleman from 

New York to wait for a moment. There is one more committee 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 2, line 19, by strikinf:f out the word " eighteen " and 

inserting in lieu thereof the word ' twelve," so that it will read 
"twelve months after its passage." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out, on 

page 2, lines 14 and 15, the words "That this act shall take 
effect and be in force from and after its passage." 

The Unit~ States Supreme Court has held that an act of 
Congress takes effect from the time of its approval, unless other
wise specified in the act. Oongre s should not include a de
claration that is unnecef?~mry under the decisions of the court. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I concede the accuracy of 
the statement of the gentleman from New York. Under or
dinary circumstances referred to an act ought not to contain the 
expression, but, as the gentleman will observe, immediately after 
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that clause in the pending bill there is a proviso which sets 
forth that the enforcement of the act shall begin 12 months after 
the date of its passage. At the same time the establishment of 
the tolerances provided in the bill and the creation of the 
machinery of administration must begin at once. Consequently 
it is of some importance that the language of this act remain 
as it is. It makes clear to all persons who may have to comply 
with it the exact time when it will be enforced. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The act becomes effective except that 
part of the act which is specifically excepted from the operation 
of the rule as laid down by the courts-the law becomes effec
tive, but under the act the penalty of confiscation shall not be 
enforced until a period of 12 months after the approval of the 
act. 

Mr. )1.A:NN. :Mr. Speaker, the statement of the gentleman in 
r eference to the time when the act takes effect is absolutely 
correct. When this bill was first prepared there was this diffi
culty in reference to it : It was not desired to put the act into 
effect until a period of time had elapsed after its passage ex
cept as to that part of it which permitted regul tions to be 
made. 

The regulations wouJd have to be made before the act would 
go into actual effect. Therefore, instead of providing that only 
so much of the act should take immediate effect as concerned 
the matter of regulation, the item in the bill provides that the 
act shall take effect; but, following that, it provides the en
forcement of the act shall not take effect itself- plain lan
guage--for 12 ·or 18 months, as the case may be, depending upon 
the adoption of the amendment. ~ 

It. seems to me that without the provision inserted here, that 
the act shall take effect upon its passage, the people who would 
obtain copies of the act would be entirely misled as to when 
the act does take effect. While it may be considered a matter of 
tautology and the statement of a truism, yet with the other 
provision in the bill it was thought desirable, and I think it is 
still desirabla, to have that provision inserted there for the in
formation of people ~ho are interested in the bill. People 
all over the United States in the manufacturing business are 
very much interested in the provisions of this law and desire 
to know when and how far it takes effect. I hope the gentle
man will not insist upon his amendment under the peculiar 
circumstance surrounding this bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am by no means convinced by the 
gentleman, and if I had been drawing the bill I would have 
used the word " approval " instead of "passage." 

l\lr. 1\1.A.NN. It might never be approved. It is passed when 
it is a11pro>ed. 

:Mr. FITZGERALD. That is a term not used in legislation. 
Laws do not take effect on their pa sage. 

Mr. MANN. " Passage " is correct. An act is not passed 
until it is appro>ed. · 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the experts on the pure-food law are 
standing together on this matter--

Mr. 1\1.ANN. I f}.dmit the impeachm~mt. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Then I shall defer to their judgment and 

withdraw tl1e amendment. 
l\1r. l\1A.....l\TN. The gentleman from Maryland and myself are 

standing together on this matter. 
i\lr. COVINGTON. The gentleman from Illinois and myself 

usually stand together on matters relating to the pure-food 
law. 

:Mr. FITZGERALD. I withdraw the amendment, and in that 
way will relieve the gentlemen of the embarrassment under 
which they are laboring. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CovINGTON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR PORTO RICO. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 10169) to provide for holding the district 
court of the United States for Porto Rico during the absence 
from the island of the United States district judge, and for the 
trial of cases in the event of the disqualification of or inability 
to act by the said judge. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the United States district judge 

of the di trict of Porto Rico shall be absent from the said district, and 
that fact shall be made to appear by the certificate in writing of the 
United States attorney or marshal of that district, filed in the office of 
the clerk of the United States district court for said district, or when 
for any reason the said judge shal·l or may be disqualified or unable to 
act as such in any cause pending in the district court of the nited 
States for rorto Rico, and that fact shall be made to appear either by 
proper order entered in the record of said cause by the regular district 

judge, or by the certificate in writing of the nited States attorney or 
marshal of that district tiled in the office of the clerk of the United 
States district court for said di trict, the governor of Porto Rico may, • 
by writing filed in the said clerk's office, designate a justice of the 
supreme court of Porto Rico either as temporary judge of said district 
court or as special judge thereof ; and the t emporary judge so desig
IUlted as aforesaid shall have and may exercise within said district, dur
ing the absence of the regular district judge, all tbc power of every kind 
by law vested in said district judge, and after the return of said dis
trict judge to said district, shall continue to have and exercise aid 
powers with respect to any cause, the trial of which shall have been 
commenced before him or which shall have been submitted to him for 
decision prior to the return of said district judge ; and the special 
i uage so designated as aforesaid shall have and may exercise within 
said d ish·ict all the power of every kind by law vested in said district 
judge with respect to any cause named in the writing by the governor, 
filed as aforeimid, desi~nating the said special judge as aforesaid : 
Provided, That no addit10nal compensation shall be paid to either such 
temporary district judge or specia.l district judge for services rendered 
pursuant to such design a ti on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HousToN) . I s there objec-
tion? • 

Mr. SISSON. Resqrving the right to object, I should like to 
ask who has charge of this bill? 

The SP.EAKER pro tempore. The bill was introduced and 
reported by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTOr ] . 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. 1\fr. Speaker, I will state to the 
gentleman from Mis issippi the facts in regard to the nece sity 
for this legislation as I understand them. 

There is now no provision in the law under which the dis
trict court can be held in Porto Rico in the absence or disquali
fication of the district judge. 

Mr. SISSO:N. I gathered that from the bill. I should like to 
inquire about the compensation of the judge who sits in the 
absence of the regular judge. Is any additional expeuse im
posed upon the Federal Government to pay the salary of the 
judge who sits temporarily in the .absence of the regular judge? 

l\Ir. l\IA.1\"'N. There is a -proviso in the bill that there shall be 
no additional expense. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. The bill expressly provides that. 
Mr. SISSON. In other words, the Federal judge loses his 

salary during his ab ence. 
Mr. l\IANN. The bill says that no additional compensation 

shall be paid to either such temporary district judge or _s11ecial 
district judge for services rendered pur uant to such de igna
tion. 

Mr. SISSON. I did not ha-re the bill before me. 
l\Ir. FLOYD of Arkansas. It protects the Government from 

any additional expense, and is intended as a matter of public 
convenience. 

l\Ir. SISSON. If additional compensation could be allowed, 
the regulur judge rnjght be encouraged to be absent; and he 
might be absent for 12 months. I have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. · I will state to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that that is taken care of in the bill, which pro
vides that there shall be no additional expen~e incurred in such 
cases. l\Ir. CLAYTON, the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, is the author of this bill, and his report, macle to the 
House on the .same, sets forth the facts fulJy, and is as follows : 

[House Report No. 014, Sixty-second Congress, second session.] 

TEMPORARY OR SPECIAL .JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OF PORTO 
RICO. 

1\Ir. CLAYTO~, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following report (to accompany H. R. 10169) : 

The Committee on the Judiciary, having bad under consideration 
the bill ( ll. R. 10169) to provide for holdini? the District Court of the 
United States for Porto Rico during the aosence from the island of 
the United States district judge and for the trial of cases in the event 
of the clisquali.fication of or inability to act by the said judge, report 
the same back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

This bill seeks to make provision for the de ignatiQn by the Gover
nor of Porto Rico of a justice of the Supreme Court of Porto Rico to 
act, either as temporary judge of the United States Di trict Court 
for Porto Rjco or as a special judge thereof, during the absence of 
the judge or the said court or his disqualification to sit in any case 
or cases before that court. Such temporary or special judge would, 
under the provisions of the bill, receive no compensation in addition 
to that received by him as justice of the Sui;>reme Court of Porto Rico. 
Its enactment would remedy such a situation as that which existed 
during the April (1911) te1·m of the District Court of Porto Ilico · when 
the late Judge John J . Jenkins was in his last illness and the bu iness 
of the court was suspended. In fact it was this very condition which 
called attention to the necessity for such legislation as it is here 
proposed. 

In the second contingency mentioned-that is, in case of the dis
qualification of the United States district judge to sit in any case-it 
would be necessary without this prnposed amendment of the law for 
a judge to be sent from the United States to Porto Rico. It is not 
settled that a circuit judge or a circuit justice bas the power to assign 
a district or circuit oiudge from one of the districts in continental 
United States to the district of Porto Rico. At all events it would 
seem wise to save the expense of sending a district judge to Porto 
Rico by a proper measure such as your committee believe this bill 
to be. 
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The enactment of the legislation was recommended by the Attorney 
General in bis let ter to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
under date of April 25, 191-1, which letter and the memorandum 
therein mentioned for the- Secretary of War from Gov. Colton, of Porto 
Rico, under date of April 20, 1911, are hereto appended. 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GEL"'<ERAL, 

Hon. HENRY D. CLAYT0:-1", 
Was'hingt-0n, Aprii 25, 1911. 

Ohairman Oommittee on the Judiciary, House of Representatives. 
l\IY DEAR 1\IR. CLAYTON: The Secretary of War advises me that he 

has had a talk with you with respect to procuring some legislation 
under which du.rlng the absence of the United States district judge for 
Porto Rico a justice of the supreme court of the island may act in his 
stead. Both Judge Jenkins, United States district judge, and Gov. 
Colton recommend the passage of such arr act, and it would s.eem to me 
to be quite necessary that there should be some such legislation~ It 
may be a question whether or not under the general power of a circuit 
judge or ciL·cuit justice to assign a district or circmt judge from one 
district to another a judge from one of the districts in the United 
States proper could be assigned to Porto Rico. Aside from that the 
expense of sending a judge from the mainland to the island is worthy 
of consideration. The supreme court of the island is composed of a 
chief justice and four associate justices, two of whom are Americans 
and three native Porto Ricans. Durin.,. the absence from the- island of 
the regular United States district judge, it seems to me that one of 
these justices might properly hold the district· court. and I bave ·drafted 
a bill, whkh I inclose for your consideration,. which would authorize. 
that to be done. . 

I also inclose a memorandum from the Governor of Porto Rico and a 
letter from Judge Jenkins recommending this legislation. 

Faithfully, yours, 
GEO. w. WICA."ERSII.A.M, 

Attorney Genera[ 

[Memorandum for the Secretary of War:] 
W AR DEPARTMENT, 

B UREAU OF J,· s u L.A.R ARFA'IRS, 
Washi ngton, AprU 20, 1911. 

There-is considerable business , pending in the United States District 
Court for Porto Rico, and the time for opening its April term has 
passed. 

Judge Jenkins, the- incumbent, is in the United Stutes and is in such 
ill health as to make his return a.t all problematical, and under the 
most favorable circumstances impossible for two or three months. 

Meanwhile all busmess of the court is sus.pended, and · the ri~hts
of litigants· are thereby prejudiced, and' there is D<>'" one with- judicial 
authority to act upon applications for emergency writs or- to s-ign 
orders; neither is there any authority in . law for the designation of a 
substitute judge during the absence or disability of· the regnlar in
cumbent. 

To relieve the immediate situation~ as well as to enable the designa
tion of a substitute judge whenever necessary in an emergency- or when 
the regular judge may be absent on leave, it is suggested that .congress 
be requested to authorize · the- President to designate one of the judges 
of· the Supreme Court of Porto Rico to act, without extra compensa,, 
tio11, as judge of ttie United States district court during any absence 
of the regular · judge. 

Attached hereto is a letter from Judge Jenkins upon this subject. 
Respectfully submitted. 

GEO. R. COLTON, 
Governor of Porto Rico. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reaQ a third tirn:e, 

and was acco'rdingly read the third time and passed. 
On-motion of i\Ir. FLOYD of 'Arkansas, a motion to reconsider 

the last vote was laid on the table. 
FORT M'HENRY. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. 6354) to perpetuate and preserve Fort Mc
Henry and the grounds connected therewith as a Government 
reservation under the control of the SecretaL-y. of War and to 
authorize its partial use as a mus-eum of hist01·ic relics~ 

The bill was read, as-follows : 
Be it enacted, etc_, That Fort McHenry and the Government grounds 

therewith connected shall remain a Government reservation under the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States and in .the control of the 
,War Department for military purposes: Provided, That said fort proper 
and appurtenant grounds may, with the assent and under the control 
of. the Secretary of War, be occupied as a military museum undel' such 
tules and regulations as he, in his discretion, may prescribe. · 

The SPEAKER.pro tempore, Is there objection to the ·present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Resernng·the right to object--
Mr. ROBINSON. Reserving the tight to object, J. should 

like to ask the gentleman the area and location of this 
reservation. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. 1\fr. Speaker, the area. of Fort McHenry 
is now 50 acres. Formerly there · were 52i- acres, but 2i acres 

',were given by the Government to the Skinner Shipbuilding· 
t & Drydock Co., who now. maintain a drydock for the use of the 
Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the purpose in making · the_ 
resena ti on? 

Mr. LINTIDCU.M. It is primarily to take care of one of· 
the. historic forts of this country. 

Mr . . ROBINSON. Did the committee consider the adminis-
trative cost of the proposition r • 

• 

l\.Ir. LINTHICUM, I am not a member of that committee . . 
I am simply representing· Senator RAYNER for the bill. I can 
not see where there will be any expense, except, probably; cut:. 
ting the grass· and keeping_ the bllildings- and fortifications in 
order. 

l\Ir. ROBL~SON. Has the reservation any source of revenue? 
Mr. LINTHICUJ\L None whate·re1-: 
.Mr. ROBINSDN. The gentleman. knows that it will require 

a superintendent and other employees: to take chaTge of it and· 
look after it, will it not? 

l\Ir. LID.~HICU:M. It is Government nroperty, with Govern
ment buildings on it, and troops have been there, until within 
the last 10 days, and no doubt troops will be p1aced- there 
later on .. There ar.e officers' quarters and quarters for soldiers; 
and the Goverlllllent naturally will not allow its property to 
run down. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Why not keep it for that purpoEe? 
Mr. LIN'l'IDCUM. It will. be kept• for that purpose. f will. 

say to the- gentleman that the · primary reason for. this bill. is 
that for the past 10 years there have been efforts by various 
pm·ties to, use these grounds· for other. purposes.. Eight years 
ago the Agricultural Department wanted these grounds as a 
quarantine station fo~ <;attle; and it· was· only by the alertness 
of the· citizens of.- Baltimo1'.e in procuTing· a len e of· these ·groundg 
from the Government for a nominal rent that we kept it fl'om 
·being turned into·a quurantine·station for cattle arthat time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, How far is· it from Baltimore? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. It is in Baltimore. At the time of. the: 

Battle of Fort 1\IcHenry it was about 4- miles. I think the 
gentleman remembers. the historic facts- connected with the old 
fort. 

i\Ir. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir .. LIN'I'BICUM. Certainly. 
Mr. Fll\"'I,EY:. Is not this place that. you propose to make a 

reser:rntion probably the most historic point in all l\faryland 
connected with the War of 1812? 

Mr. LINTBICU~l: I think we Marylanders and all patriotic 
societies consider: it the most historic point. 
lli .. Fli\"LEY. r agree to that, , and· that. is- the real. reason· 

why the passage of°.this bill is urged; 
Ur. ROBiv.. YSON. Does fue gentleman from South. Carolina. 

agree that it will.involve no cost to the Government? 
l\fr. FINLEY. r. think the cost to the GoYernment would· be 

inconsiderable. I.. am one of those who believe that to honor 
fuose who have · gone before us and to mark the spot of greatest 
historic inter.est we do a credit to ourselves; and, as I say, I 
think the cost to the Government will tie inconsiderable. 
Mr~ ROBINSON. l\Ir. Speaker, in view of· the statement made 

by the gentleman from Uaryland, l' shall not object. 
l\fr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, reser-ving the right to object, I 

notice that the proviso in the bill says that the fort property 
and appurtenant grounds may, with the assent of. the Secretary 
of War, be occupied' as- a military museum under such rules 
and regulations as he may in· his discretion prescribe. It seems . 
that it is contemplated in this. bill that the Secretary. is -directed 
to use this as a museum; and. it will cease to be used · as a fort. 

l\fr. LI:NTHICUM. I think not; but the gentleman will find 
that it sass that the-Secretary of War may assent, and so forth. 

Mr. SISSON. I understand that if the Secretary of War. 
should . not agree to it, of course- it could not be set apart as a 
museum, but in the event that he did assent to it, when his· 
order was-once entered, it then becomes a museum; and could' 
not under the provisions of. this bill ever become again a military 
reservation. · 

l\Ir. SLAYDEN. r wish to ask, if the gentleman from Mary
land will permit me; iL it is not" contemplated by the. War.. 
Department to abandon this as a military post.? 

l\rr. LINTHICUM. It is the contemplation of the War· Depart
ment to abandon, it is a military post, and it is· contemplated 
by patriotic societies to collect here all the historic relics· they 
can get which are of interest, and probably erect a museum at 
some ~uture day. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 1\Ir. Speaker; with tlie further- consent of the 
gentleman from l\Iaryland, I '. want to say that when my atten
tion was dra.wn to : the· fact that the Government expected to 
abandon this post for the stationing. of troops-they have had 
the Coast Artillery there for some time-I suggested; and I . 
think. it is something: that ought to be done, that as they were 
seeking. an appropriation from Congress to erect a building for · 
arr engineers1 school,. the economic and wise thing would be to 
go to Fort McHenry and establish the- school there. It is close 
enough to Washington to keep the school in easy touch with the · 
Capital, closer than the artillery school at Fort Monroe, and. it 
would establish something· that the people at Baltimore and . 
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l\Iaryland would like to have-an important school. It would 
also preserve this historic fort, which is the scene, I believe, 
of the writing of the Star-Spangled Banner. 

l\Ir. TALBOTT of l\laryland. The flag that was floating at 
twilight and at dawn inspired the hymn. 

l\lr. SISSON. I want to state that there is a good deal of 
uncertainty as to what might finally become of the property 
under the terms of this bill. It seems to leave it within the 
discretion of the Secretary of War to determine what sort of 
a museum shall be put up there, and for what purposes the 
property might be used in the future. In view of the statements 
made by the gentleman from Texas, do you not think it wise to 
wait until the Secretary of War or the War Department aban
dons it for a fort before you undertake to dispose of it? 

1\Ir. LINTHICUl\1. The War Department has practically 
abandoned it already. Within less than 10 days they have re-

. mo•ed all of the troops. We are trying to get an engineers' 
school there and use the property for some purpose. The prop
erty is so close to the city of Baltimore that for the purposes of 
a fo1·t it is of practically no use. 

l\Ir. SISSON. If you use it for a mu eum you can not use it 
for a school. 

l\lr. TALBOTT of l\Iaryland. The buildings are all there and 
there would be no additional cost to the Government to estab
lish the school. 

l\fr. SISSON. But that does not answer my question. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, we are all interested in Fort 

l\f cHem·y, but we can not hear the conversation on the other 
side of the House in regard to it. 

Mr. SISSON. I want to thank the gentlem&.n from Wyoming 
for that compliment he has · just paid me, because what I say 
may not amount to much, but I never was accused before of 
not talking loud enough to be heard. What I want to try to 
get at in this matter is whether or not under the provisions of 
this bill, if it passes, and the Secretary of War should set it 
apart as a museum, it can be used in the future for any other 
purpose without repealing the act? 

l\lr. LINTHICUM. I will say that I just told the gentleman 
that there were 50 acres of ground there. The engineers' school 
which we are trying to get located there would take up but a 
very little space. It would. be a magnificent site for it, and it 
would be absolutely under the War Department. 

l\Ir. SISSON. But under the act you get that ground for a 
museum. The bill says the " fort property and appurtenant 
grounds," and that would. include all the grounds appurtenant 
to this fort-entirely too much to be set apart for a museum. If 
you want any reservation for school purposes the bill ought to 
provide for it. It should be set apart for museum purposes and 
for such other purposes as the War Department might desire .. 

Mr. l\IANN. Mr. Speaker, it bas not been possible to hear 
all the private conversation that has been going on in the south
east corner of the hall. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mary
land yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. With pleasure. 
l\lr. l\IANN. l\lr. Speaker, how much is the cost of this mu

seum to be? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 

that there is no present prospect of a museum there. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. There is no limit of cost of the museum in this 

bill, I notice. 
l\Ir. LINTHICUM. The Government is not expected to erect 

any museum there and there is no present prospect of one. 
l\lr. l\IA!\~. But the bill says that it shall be occupied as a 

military museum, and thare. is no limit of cost. Does not the 
gentleman know that that at any time would authorize an appro
priation in unlimited amount, year after year, for a museum there? 

l\lr. LINTHICUM. I would say to the gentleman, as I sajd 
before, that there is no present prospect or any idea of asking 
for auy appropriation for this fort, but we do feel that a fort 
which occupies the place in history that Fort l\1cHenry has 
occupied, when the British forces had taken this city . and 
burned the buildings and were checked at Fort McHenry and 
North ·Point, it is entitled to be presened to all posterity. 

Mr. l\iAJ.~. What is the purpose of putting in the bill that 
it is to be occupied as a military museum if there is no inten
tion of doing it? 

:Mr. LINTHICUM. There is nothing in the bill that says that 
it shall be occupied as a military mu eum, but that it may be 
occupied as n military museum, with the idea that is carried 
out at l\lount Vernon and at other place , where patriotic 
societies may be abl'e to collect relics pertaining to the War of 
1812, and tlrnt subsequently they may baye a museum, but there 
is no present prospect whatever of it or any idea of it. 

Mr, M:ANN. If there is no intention of having a museum 
there I can see no object in passing a bill providing for it. 

Mr. TALBOTT of l\laryland. l\fr. Speaker, will the gent1e-
man yield? · 

l\fr. SISSON. l\Ir. Speaker, I belie•e I have the floor. I re
served the right to object. 

Th_e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman f1:om Maryland 
[Mr. LINTHICUM] had the floor, and he yielded to the gentle
man from Illinois. 

l\lr. SISSOX 1\Ir. Speaker, in order that we may settle this 
matter permanently, if my objection jg to be dealt with in that 
way I can stop the discus ion by making an objection now, but 
I had some mat_ters in respect to which I desired to be satisfied. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from l\la.ryland 
has the floor. · 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the . 
gentleman from l\laryland to give me three minutes' time to 
explain this bill, and probably there will not be so many ob
jections to it. 

.Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Maryland, in order to meet the objection of the gentleman from 
Illinois and po sibly of that of the gentleman from :Mississippi, 
that if he would amend the bill by striking out the pror'iso he 
would accomplish everything that is desired. 

l\lr. TALBOTT of l\fa'ryland. Or he could say " such other 
purposes as the War Deparbnent may use the property for ." 

l\1r. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman 
from Virginia that I have no objection to the passage of the 
bill if he will strike out the provi o. In the first place, I do not 
want to commit the Go-.;-ernment to using all of this land for a 
museum, and I do not want to commit the Government in any 
way, directly or indirectly, to the establishment of a museum 
there. I am willing to ha-.;-e it remain as Go•ernment property, 
and am willing that it may be pre erved for military purposes 
and taken care of, but I do not want to commit the Government 
indirectly to the establishment there of a mu eum. 

Mr. HAY. l\ir. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Maryland that he cut the Gordian knot by doing that. 

l\Ir. l\1ANN. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman from Missis
sippi yield? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 
l\Ir. l\1AJ\TN. Would the gentleman from l\fissi sippi and the 

gentleman from Maryland and the gentleman from Virginia 
agree to strike out all after " department," in line 6? 

Mr. SISSON . Yes. 
Mr. HAY. No; we want to preserve it for military purposes. 

That is the purpose of the bill. 
l\Ir. MANN. I do not know whether we want to pre erve it 

fo r military purposes or not. The purpose of the bill is to 
prevent it .from being turned over to the Interior Department 
for sale. 

Mr. HAY. Or to the ..Agriculturn.l Department to establish a 
quarantine station for cattle there. 

Mr. l\l.A1'TN. Tl.lat would leave it read that the grounds shall 
remain a Government re erYation, in the exclush·e jurisdiction 
of the United States, in the control of the War Department. 

I\fr. HAY. That is what it is now. 
l\lr. SISSON. I have no objection to that. If it is for the 

purpose of committing Congress to the preservation of Fort 
McHenry, I ham no objection to the bill at a.11. 

l\lr. TAJ_,BOTT of l\laryland. l\lr. Speaker, I will ask the 
gentleman from Maryland to yield me three minutes. 
· l\Ir. LINTHICUM. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Juaryland. 

l\lr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, the people of our 
State are very much exercised as to what is to be the final dis
position of Fort McHenry. It is an historic spot, not only with 
us, but it is with the Nation. It is the place where at twilight 
the flag was flying and where it was still flying at dawn, the 
place "here Key was in pired to write his immortal hymn. 
Our people do not want this historic place taken from the Army 
or from them. That is all there is in it. It belongs to us. 
We ought to ha•e there a monument to Key and the Goyern
ment ought to have that as a reser•ation. It ought to be oc
cupied as an historic place, where was in pired the grnndest 
national hymn for liberty-loving people that has ever been 
written. That is all I desire to say about it. 

l\lr. LINTHICUM. :\Ir. Speaker, I want to explain to the 
gentleman from :Missis. iIJpi that the idE-a of that clause in this 
bill is not for the purvo ' e of committing the Government to 
anything. It is for the purpose of allowing the patriotic so
cieties, if they so desire, to get space there for a mu!':eum of 
some kind. It is not 'yorth while for me to talk to tllis Hou e 
about the historic im1!ortance of Fort 1\lcllenry. Everyb<>dy 

• 
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ought to realize and know it. It is the place where the British amendment and ask for a conference, having obtained the bill 
troops were checked in their march through this counb>y, and in a privileged status, in the closing hours of the session they 
from that time on were defeated, and we regained our prestige. would expect to pass the bill as it now is? 
Rad it not been for their repulse at Fort· l\IcHenry aJ?.d North M!.'. HAY. Mr. Speaker--
Point there is no telling whether this Union would have kept Mr. l\IANN. i am trying to get the attention of the gentle-
together, because the New Engla.nd States were talking very man from Maryland first and then of. my friend from Virginia. 
peculiarly at that time. It was not only the question of writing . Does the gentleman think that will be satisfactory to the body 
tlie Star-Spangled Banner, but it was the question of saving at th.e other end of the Capitol? 
the Star-Spangled Banner at that time. Mr. LINTHICUM. Certainly, I think I can answer that 

When Francis Scott Key went to get his friend released from question, but the Senator who introduced the bill is not here, 
that British battleship, when he remained there during the and I could not say; but, so far as I am concerned, it will be 
darkness and when the sun went .down he rnw the Star-Spangled perfectly satisfactory, because I am sure the War Department 
Banner floating he naturally wanted to know whether that flag would not have any objection to the use of one of tllese old 
was still flying at the dawn's early light, and when he beheld buildings for a muselL-n or something of that kind without any 
that flag he wrote that immortal poem, the Star-Spangled expense upon the part of the Government. I can not answer 
Banner. Now, it is a question whether this Gornrnment wants for the conference committee, but I can see no objection to · it. 
to preserve its historical spots; whether it wants to desecrate The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
those spots or hand them down to poste'I'ity. I hope the day l\fr. l\IANN. Just one remark. It that is the understanding on 
may come, Mr. Speaker, when this country will have presen·ed the part of the House, and if this bill goes to conference and 
all its historical spots, when it reveres the memory of its great the language we haYe stricken out by the amendment is rein
battles and its wars more than it does the mere getting of serted, I would consider a confidence game had been played upon 
money, as now seems to be the ruling passion in all parts of me, and I would not have it happen again during this Congress. 
this country. Therefore this bill has been pushed forward by The SPEAKER . The House can instruct the conferees. Is 
the patriotic societies not for the purpose of ha-ring the Govern- there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
ment spend any money, because it will not take any money • l\lr. l\1.A.1'~. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
except to cut the grass and keep the building and fortifications to strike out all after the word " Department," in line 6, page 1. 
in shape, but for the purpose of preserving it and handing it The SPEAKER Tile Clerk will report t he amendment. 
down to future generations as the E'ort McHenry where the 1.rhe Clerk read as follows : 
British were repulsed and where our national honor was upheld. Strike out all of the bill aftel' t.he wo1;d "Depal'tment,"' in line 6, 

l\fr. STEPHENS of Tex.as. Will the gentleman yield? I de- page 1. I 
sire to suggest an amendment which, I think, will satisfy all The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 
parties in this matter. Mr. HA.Y. Mr. Speaker, I will say in response to the gentle-

Mr. LINTHICUM. I want to say to the gentleman from man from Illinois that I do not know upon what authority 
Mississippi that if he is in doubt as to this question about the the gentleman could state that a c,onfidence game would be 
Go-vernrnent having the right to make it a military museum, I played upon him if the Senate insisted upon disagreeing to the 
am perfectly willing to lea·rn it in the hands of the War De- amendment of the House and asked for a conference. 
partment and let them bundle it. l\fr. lUA...~N. Ob, no; I did not state that. 

l\Ir. SISSON. l\Ir. Speaker, I will say to · the gentleman from Mr. HA.Y. That is equivalent to what the gentleman stated. 
Maryland I think he will get all he wants, because it will be Now, of course, nobody here can speak for what the Senate will 
left in the control of the War Department, and the bill then will do. 'l'hey may disagree to the House amendment or may agree 
provide that it shall be kept as a Government reservation, and to it. I do not know what they propose to do; but I do not 
i t in no way commits the Government to a museum, and if these think that the House can take previous action upon a question 
societies desire to use the building for that purpose they could of this kind. 
get a permit from the War Depai.·tment, because it is under its 1\Ir. 1\IANN. The House can not control the Senate. 
control. I think that is all the gentleman is asking fo r. 1\lr. SISSON. In reference to the statement made by the 

I am in sympathy with it, but I do not want to commit the gentleman from Illinois, to which the gentleman from Virginia 
Government to the establishment of a museum. The Mount excepted, I stated that, in view of the statement made her e in 
Vernon proposition, to which the gentleman referred, he will the presence of all the Members, virtually unanimous cons·ent 
r eaUze is a proposition where the patriotic ladies of the coun- was obtained for the pas~age of the bill with the amendment, 
b·y made up a subscription to purchase 1\Iount Vernon. It was which simply commits the conferees to the proposition, and if 
not done by the Federal Government. As far as the school is the House was unwilling--
concerned, my information is that the War Department has The SPEAKER. Wel1, at this stage of the proceedings the 
estimated already an appropriation for the present school. I House can not bind the conferees anyway, and the question is 
would not care anything about that except I would not like on the third reading of the bill. 
for the bill .to commit us to-- 1\Ir. LINTHICUM. 1\Ir. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

Mr. SPAR~1AN. What school? The SPEAKER. The Clerk wm report the amendment of-
1\fr. SISSON. This ·military -school- engineering school. fered by the gentleman from Maryland [1\Ir. L INTHICUM] . 
1\fr. SP ARK.MAN. The last river and harbor bill provided The Clerk read as follows : -

for it. Amend by inserting after the word "department," page 1, line 6, 
Mr. SISSON. If the gentleman from Maryland will agree the following : "Prodded further, That nothing in this act shall intel'· 

to the suggestion made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. fere with the present use of the piern now erected upon said fort 
MANN], I ha-ve no objection, if he will strike out all after the ground nor the erection by the Government of any other pier thereupon 
words "War Department," in line 6. for Government purposes, with necessal'y egress and ingress thereto." 

1\lr. LINTHICUM. I have no objection to it if the gentle- l\Ir. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the word "fur-
man thinks it is an advantage. ther " be stricken from that amendment, inasmuch as the other 

Mr. SISSON. With the understanding tllat the bill will be amendment provided for it . 
amended, in line 6, by striking out all after the word "Depart- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [1\fr. 
ment," I will withdraw my objection. LINTHICUM] asks unanimous consent to modify his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There is no one who can give that assur- by striking out the word "fur ther." I s there obj ection? 
ance. Of course, you can have an agreement with the gentle- There was no obj ection. 
man from Maryland . that he will not oppose it. The Chair The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

_has ruled, in ordina17 practice, that if a man in charge has no ment of the gentleman from Maryland [:Mr. LINTHICUM] . 
objection to an amendment and nobody else objects--. The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SISSON. If anybody should object to that statement, The SP EAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
I think they ought to object to the agreement, and I assume amended Senate bill. 
that the House does not o_bject to the agreement. The Senate bill as amended was ordered to be read a third 

l\1r. MANN. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I time, was read the third time, and passed. 
would like to ask my distinguished friend from Maryland The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title of the bill will 
whether, if the amendment r ef erred. by the gentleman- from be amended to conform to the "text of the bi11. 
Mississippi be agreed to-- 'l'here was no objection. 

Mr. Lil\TTHICUM. I have no objection to it if the gentle- Mr. LINTHICUM.' 1\Ir. Speaker , a parliamentary inquiry. 
man from Mississippi and the gentleman f rom Illinois "think The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
it ought to be done. Mr . LINTHICUM. In the amendment I have ma<le it came 

l\fr. :MANN. I would like to ask whether when th e bill goes in after the word "department," as the balance of the clau e 
back to the Senate and the Senate will disagree t o the H ouse was stricken out by tile previous amendment. I s that cor rect? 
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The SPfilAKER. Thn t is the way to do it. 
On motion of l\Ir. LINTHICUM, a motion to reconsider the vote 

;whereby the bill was pass~d was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FRO~ THE SENATE. 

A mes nge. from the Sen.ate., by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Sen.ate. had agreed to the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the .two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to bills of. the follow
ing titles: 

H. Il. 22195 . .An act to reduce the duties on wool and manu
factures of wool ; and 

H. R. 18985. An act making appropriations for the payment 
of inTalid and other pen ions of the United States fo:i:. the fiscal 
year ending .June 30, 1013, and for other purposes. 

The mes age aJ o announced that the Senate had further 
insisted upon its amendments to the bill (IT. R. 1 9 5) making 
appropriations for the payment of in-ralid and other pensions 
of' the United States for the fiscal year ending .June 30, 1913, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Repre
sentatives, had asked a further conference with the House on 
the disagreeing >Otes of the two H-0uses thereon, and had ap
pointed Mr. McCuMBEB, 1\Ir. BURNHAM, and l\lr. Srr::rvru;r as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

RELIEF OE HOMES!l'EAD ENTBYMEN. 

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 

was the bill (H. ;R. 23351) to amend an act entitled "An act 
to provide for an ~nlarged homestead." 

The Clerk- read the title of the bill. 
Mr. ~IO:NDELL. Mr. Speakei.-, I ask unanimous consent that 

the amendment in the form of a substitute be read in lieu of 
thehlli . 

The SPEJA.KER. Without objec.tion, it is so ordered. 
There was· no objection. 
The Clerk read the substitu~e, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc:., That sections 3 and 4 of the act entitled "An act 

to provide for an enlarged homestead," approved February 19, 1909, 
and of an act entitled "An act to provide for an enlarged homestead;' 
approved June 17, 1910, be, and the same are hereby, amended to read 
as follows : 

" SEC. 3. That any homcstea.d entryman of lands of the character 
herein described, upon which entry final proof has not been made, shall 
have the right to enter public lands, subject to the provisions of this 
act, contiguous to his former entry, which shall not, together with the 
original entry, exceed 320 acre 

.. SEC. 4. That at the time of mald.ng final proofs, as provided in 
section 2291 of the Revised Statutes, the entryman under this act 
shall, in addition to the proofs and affidavits required ~nder said sec· 
tion, prove by two credible witnes es that at least one-sixteenth of the 
area embraced in such entry was contlnnously cultivated foi· agricul
tural crops other than native grasses beginning with the second year 
of the entry, and that at least one-eighth of the area embraced in the 
entry was so continuously cuitivated beginning with the third year of 
the entry : Pro-i;idccf, That any qualified person who bas heretofore made 
or hereafter makes additional entry under the provisions of section 3 of 
this act may be allowed to perfect title to his original entry by showin·g 
compliance with the provisions of section 2291 of the Revised Statutes 
re pecting such original entry, and thereafter in making proof upon 
his additional entry shall be credited with re idence maintained upQn 
his or-iginal entry from tllc date of such or1ginal entry, but the cultiva
tion required upon entries ID1lde under this act must be shown respect
ing such additional entry, which cultivation, while it ma.y be made 
upon either the original or additional entry, or upon both entries, must 
be cultivation in addition to that relied upon and used in making proof 
upon the origin.a.I entry; or, if he elects, his original and additioruil 
entries may be considered as one, with full credit for residence upon 
and improvements made under his original entry, in which event the 
amount o.f cultivation hereJn required shall apply to the total area of
the combined entry, and proof may be made upon such combined entry 
whenever it can be shown that the cultivation required by this section 
has been performed; and to this end the time within which proof must 
be made upon such combined entry is hereby extended to seven years 
from the date of the original entry : Provided further, That nothing 
herein contained shall be so construed a to require residence upon the 
combined entry in excess of the period of residence, as required by 
section 2291 of the Revised Statutes." 

The SPEAKER. Is- there objection? 
l\Ir. l\IANN. I reserve the right to object. 
The SPEAKER. The g.entleman from Illinois [l\Ir. MANN] 

re. erves the right to object. 
hlr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I will :ma.ke a. statement con-

cerning the purposes of the bill. . 
This bill is amendatory of the two acts providing for en

larged homesteads, one approved February 19, 1909, applying 
to Colorado, l\Iontana, Nevada., Oregon, Utah, and Washington, 
nnd the second approved .June 17, 1010, applying to Idaho. 

Both of these acts relate solely to nonminern.l, unreserved, 
and nonirrigable lands which the Secretary of the Interior may 
have designated as not susceptible of successful cultivation at 
a reasonable cost from any known source of water_ supply-dry
fnrm landS. 

The primary purpose of the bill is to ca:ry out what may:· be 
regarded as one of the original purposes of the two acts re-

ferred to, namely, to permit entrymen of this class to have the 
advantage ·of residence on their original entries. The two acts 
referred to contain the following· provision : 

Residence upon and cultivation of the original entry shall be deemed 
as residence upon and cultivation of the additional entry. 

The department con trues this to mean that full term of 
residence must be had after the additional entry is made. The 
bill will permit the residence on the original entry to be taken 
into consideration. 

Other amendments are adopted to conform to the three-year 
home tead act of· .June 6, 1912. Under the existing laws one
eighth or the area embraced in the original entry must have 
been continuously culti\ated in agricultural crops other than ' 
native grasses, beginning with the second year, and one-fourth 
must ha•e been so cultivated, beginning with the third year. 

The bill under consideration is more liberal with the home
steader, and provides, in conformity to the three-year home
stead act of June 6, 1912, that one-sixteenth, beginning with the 
second year, and one-eighteenth, beginning with the third, must 
ha\e been continuously culti\ated. Under the proposed. act the 
entryman, in making proof upon his additional entry, shall be 
credited with residence upon his original entcy from the date 
of such original entry, but the culti\ation must be shown re-

• specting such additional entry, and made upon the original or 
additional entry, or upon both, and must be cuJti.-rntion in ad
dition to that relied upon.. and used in making proof upon the 
original entry~ Or, if he elects, his additional and original en
tries may be considered as one. 

Now, r yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. MANN. Flrst, may I ask. as to the form of the bill? It 

pro\ides for an amendment or sections 3 and 4 of two different 
ac.ts. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will state to the gentleman that the title 
should be amended. 

Mr. M~"'N. I am not spe~ing of the title. It says "sec
tions 3 and 4 of the act," and names two acts. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That amendment was made to conform to 
the suggestion.. of the Secretary of the Interior in his communl- , 
cation to me as cbairma.n_of the Committee on the Public Lands: 

The bill a.s originally drafted by the gentleman from Colorado 
[l\Ir. TAYLOR] did not embrace the second act, which applies to 
Idaho, and it is-de ired, both by the department and those seek
ing the legislation, that it shall apply to both of those acts. 

If the gentleman will pei·mit me jmit one further statement, I 
will say that there seems to be a great demand, coming from 
the States named, for this legislation. I myself ba>e received 
several huml.red letters from persons alleging themselves to be 
entrymen, and the bill is designed in its primary feature to 
give the benefit of the original acts to entrymen and at the same 
time to conform to the enlarged homestead act of June 6, 19121 

as I ha:rn already stated. 
Mr. MANN. With all due respect to the gentlemen who have 

written to the gentleman from Arkansas, I believe it is a uni
>ersal rule that there is always a great demand for something 
that can be gotten for nothing. 

Now, let us see whether that is the case here or not. That 
is what I want to know. You lea-re out of section 3 of the law 
the provision in reference to cultivation and residence, on the 
ground that under the existing law the residence and cultiva~ 
tion of the original entry, in order to be good on the additional 
entry, must be made after the additional entry is made. 

Mr. MO:NDELL. Will the gentleman from Arkansas yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Wyo
ming .. 

Mr. MONDELL. I judge that the gentleman from Illinois, 
from the inquiry he makes, does not clearly understand what 
was intended or done. 

Ur. JUA.NN_ I have asked a simple question. 
Mr. MONDELL. Nothing w:fs left out of section 3 excepting 

for the purpose of putting it in section 4 in a somewhat different 
form. 

Mr. l\IANN. You left it out of section 3, did you not? 
l\!r. MO ... IDELL. We left a paragra.ph out of section 3 in 

order to put it in another way in section 4. If we were going to 
put it in. section 4, we had to lea>e it out of section 3. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; you did not have to leave it out of sec
tion 3 at alL You- left it out of section 3 for the reason I indi
cated. Do you deny that? 

Mr . .MONDELL. Yes; I deny that. 
Mr .. MANN. For what reason did yon leave it out of sec

tion 3? 
· Mr. l\IONDELL. Because the department had practically 
nullified the provision in section 3, and it was on the suggestion 
of the department that the proviso was added to section 4, con-
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taining the provisions which were in section 3 in a modified 
form. 

l\Ir. l\IA:NN. The gentlem:m does not deny the statement I 
made about leaving it out of section 3, and he admits the cor
rectness of the reason I gave for leaving it out of section 3. 
The question now is, What is tile reason for inserting it in sec
tion 4, and how is it inserted in section 4? Does the gentleman 
claim that under fhis bill when a man makes an original entry 
and then wishes to take an enlarged homestead he will be re
quired to make any cultivation at all upon the additional land 
taken? 

Mr. l\IONDELL. Oh, yes. 
l\fr. l\IANN. Then what does this mean: 

or, if hr~elects, his original and additional entries may be considered as 
o?e, ":it.U full credi.t for ,residence upon and improvemeµts made under 
his or1grnal entry, m which event the amount of cultivation herein re
quired shall apply to the total area of the combined entry and proof 
may be made upon such combined entry whenever it can ·be 'shown that 
the cultivation required by this section has been performed. 

What does that mean if it does not permit a man to use the 
cultivation upon his original entry in order to get the additional 
land without any culti-vation of the additional land? 

l\Ir. MONDELL. That is what he could ha>e done under the 
language that is stricken out, as the gentleman knows. 

l\fr. MANN. I know better. I know he could not. 
l\lr. l\10NDELL. If the gentleman will yield for a moment 

the language stricken out is this: ' 
And residence upon and cultivation of the original · entry shall be 

deemed as residence upon and cultivation of the additional entry. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 
l\fr. l\IO:XDELL. Clearly under that language it was unneces

sary for the entryman either to live upon or to cultivate the 
additional entry. The Secretary, in construing that held that 
it should be read as though the statement was that residence 
upon and cultivation of the original entry subsequent to the 
additional entry shall be deemed as residence upon and cultiva
tion of the original entry. Even under the Secretary's rulin.,. it 
was unnecessary either to reside upon or cultivate the additio~al 
entry, but sufficient residence and sufficient cultivation. must be 
had subsequent to the additional entry to meet the requirements 
of the law as to residence and cultivation. · Now, in order to 
meet that ruling and leave the law as nearly as possible as 
it was originally intended, but still not quite as favorable as 
it was to the entryman, these words were left out of that section 
and a proviso added to section 4. 

l\1r. :MANN. Does the gentleman think this would not make 
it quite as favorable to the entryman as it was originally? 

.Mr. MONDELL. No; it is not quite as favorable to the en
tryman. 

l\fr. MANN. That is sufficient reason for me to object. I do 
not believe in taking a way rights already possessed by h9me
steaders. 
~r. l\IO~TDELL. It is not as favorable as the original legis

lat:on would have been, except for the rather extraordinary 
rulrng of the Secretary relati\e to it. 

Mr. MA....~N. I thought the gentleman would change his state
ment. The gentleman treats his construction of the law as final 
whereas the people who construe the law in the administrativ~ 
department are the ones who make the construction and not the 
gentleman from Wyoming after the act is pass~d. 

l\1r. l\IO~DELL. I think it is scarcely necessary to discuss 
this construction of the Secretary. -

l\lr. MANN. I think not, because I think it was clearly .un
derstood that the construction made by the Secretary was the 
construction that would be put upon it; and it never was in
tended that a man who had an origiil.al homestead entry should 
when the time came for him to make final proof, be permitted t~ 
acquire another 160 acres which he never had stepped on an<l 
never had done anything with, and gain the title to the addi
.tional land without turning his hand over. 

l\Ir. l\10NDELL. If the gentleman from Illinois, whose mem
ory is usua11y excellent, will refresh his memory by refening 
to the discussion at the time the act was passed, he will find 
that he himself made that yery statement with regard to tile 
act, and that he somewhat objected to the act on that ground. 

l\1r . .l\IANN. The gentleman was persuaded then that the act 
would be construed otherwise. Now he complains of that con
struction and insists that I was right then, although he then in
sisted that I was wrong. 

l\1r. MONDELL. I never insisted that the gentleman was 
wrong, because the language is so plain that I do not believe 
there is anyone under the sun, sa>e the man who decided it, who 
would have decided it as he am. I will read it again: 

And residence upon and cultiva t' ~ ·1 of the original entry shall be 
deemed as residence upon and cultin1.lion of the additional entry. 

That certainly is plain English, but the Secretary decided 
that that did not mean what it said, although he admitted that 
his decision created a hardship, and he himself suggested the 
amendment in the language in which we ha-ve it before the 
House. 

l\lr. LAFFERTY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. I will. 
l\Ir. LAFFERTY. Is not the object of the law that was 

passed some time ago, which you are seeking to amend, simply 
to give those who had made a homestead entry without exercis
ing the right to the 320 acres to take 160 acres additional in 
order to make the 320 without making proof? · 

Mr. l\fONDELL. Yes; and for this logical reason: Within 
the past few years men have been. taking 160-acre homesteads 
of the dry lands which are properly enterable under the en
larged-homestead law, but which were not so designated at the 
time they made the original entry. Subsequently the land was 
designated as coming under the law-the land they are living 
upon as well as the additional entry. That being true, there is 
no reason why the man who located two or three years ago 
should be denied the right which the man now gets by making 
entry on the land. 

l\fr. RAKER. If the gentleman will yield, I suggest that this 
bill puts the man who heretofore filed on the location on the 
same basis as the man who now files. 

l\fr. MONDELL. Yes; if the land is enlarged-homestead land. 
l\lr. RAKER. And you can not get 320 acres unless it is that 

kind of land. 
l\fr. l\1ANN. He can get it if he works it, but you want to 

let him get it without doing a stroke of work on it. He can 
get it now if he wants to cultivate it. 

l\fr. MONDELL. Under the Secretary's ruling it is not neces
sary for the man to cultivate the additional land or reside upon 
it. The Secretary makes no such ruling as the gentleman from 
lliinois claims. 

l\fr. l\1ANN. He is required to cultivate the additional land 
on tile original entry, which, in this bill, you propose to cut in 
two. 

Mr. 1\10".NDELL. The gentleman does not mean that. He doos 
not have to cultivate it under the Secretary's ruling any more 
than he is required to under this bill. The only change this 
makes under the Secretary's ruling is this: If this act should 
pass, he would not be required to reside upon his entry after he 
took the additional land only long enough to complete his resi
dence from the date of the original entry. 

l\fr. LAFFERTY. I would like to ask the gentleman another 
question . 

Mr. l\IONDELL. I will yield. 
l\Ir. LAFFERTY. Is it not a fact in practice that no lands 

can be entered under the 320-acre homestead law until they have 
been ·designated by the Secretary as being lands incapable of 
irrigation? 

l\Ir . .MONDELL. That is true. 
Mr. LAFFERTY. And also lands of a semiarid nature? 
l\fr. MOJ\""'DELL. And lands that do not contain merchantable 

timber. 
1\lr. LAFFERTY. And do we not in order to get applications 

started, take a year or two to get them through, and the man 
files on the land expecting to enlarge his homestead entry at 
such time as the lands are designated as subject to the law? 

l\Ir ... 1\101'."TIELL: Yes; it often occurs that a man settles on 
dry lands in anticipation of their being designated under the 
enlarged-homestead law. . 

l\lr. 1.\iA.J\"'N. May I ask whether under the existing law they 
are compelled to have under cultivation one-eighth of the area 
embraced in the entry for agricnltural crops other than grasses 
beginning the second year of tl1e entry? 

l\Ir. MONDELL. The language of this statute is exactly the 
language of tile three-year homestead bill that we passed, so 
that it does not change that. 

l\1r. .l\IANN. It changes these sections. 
.l\Ir. l\IONDELI.i. We wrote the same provisions in here be

cause it is · already the law. The three-year homestead law 
fixes the period of residence, and we followed that law. 

l\Ir. MANN. This has nothing to· do with the period of resi~ 
dence. I am talking about the cultivation. 

l\Ir. MONDELL. That was fixed in the law. 
Ur. MANN. I do not understand that the three-year home: 

stead law changes these sections. · 
Mr. l\IONDELI.i. I will say that the three-year law did 

change then, exactly as they are here. The tbree-yeHr law pro
vided specifically for the amount of cultivation, including the 
.::nlarged homestead, and fixed the area exactly as we fix it in 
this bill. 



;10242. CONGRESSIONAL REOORD-HQUSE. · .AUGUST 5, 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Will the gentleman· yield again? 
The SPFJAJ.~ER. Does the- gentleman from Wyoming yield 

to the gentleman from Oregon? 
lUr. MONDELL. I will 
l\.1r. LAFFERTY: If a man should avail himself of the pro

visions of this 6m to enlarge his homestead to 320 acres· would 
not he be required to double the amount of cultivation' before_ 
he could prove up? 

1\fr. l\IANN. He would> not be required to double anything if 
he was cultiva:ting under· the original law one-eighth, a& the Jaw 
requires, of the original entry. Under this bill he would be per
mitted to take the additional 160 acres without cultivating an· 
additional acre or an additional piece· of ground. 

Mr. MONDIDLL. He. must culttrate, as the gentleman from 
!~ois know , one-sixteenth of the area of the entry, whatever 
it is, and later; one-eigbth of the area, whatever it is-, and there
fore if he increases the area lie would have to increase the 

. acreage of cultivation unless he was already cultivating an 
amount which was· equal to one-eighth and the one-sixteenth 
of 320 acres. 

l\fr. MANN. Tills- law applieS' to entries already made; and 
that law requires, beginning the second year, that he must have
one-eighth under· cultivation. The gentleman now proposes to 
reduce that to· one-sixteenth. 

l\fr. l\IONDELL. The gentleman does- not want to state what 
is not true, I know, and if the gentleman will remember-and I 
am sorry ! have not a ' copy of the three-yea:r homestead Jaw 
here--

Mr. M.A1'1N. But assuming that it was taken by· the- home
stead law, that did1 non apply to this additional 160 acres-

Mr. MO:NDELL. It did apply to it in t-erms. 
:Mr. 1\IA.NN. If the gentleman will eveD permit me to· make 

a statement without interrupting until I get th1~ough, we- will 
get along better-did not apply to this- 160 acres, under the- pro
visions of this act. The gentleman now proposes to make the 
cultivation of· that one·eighth already made a. sufficient excuse 
for a man to take the additional 160 acres, and pl'ovide that in 
cultivation, as in the homestead law, one-sixteenth of the entire 
amount, which is no more than one-e.ighth of the original !60 
acres, shall be sufficient, so that the· pm·pose of tllis. bill is to· 
grant an additional 160 acres· to every homesteader in tllis; region 
who has not already acquired 320 ar;res without any additional' 
cul ti ration .. 

Mr: MONDEbL. Mr. Speaker, rn the gentleman: will perlnit 
me, I will try and state again briefly fust what this la..w dbes, 
because I think the gentleman has not the matter· clearly in 
his mind. 'The ·only change this makes in the present law is t 
this: That under the present law as interpreted by the depart
ment a man making an additional entry can not recei~e credit 
for residence and.I culti"atiou on lii.S original entry prior· tQ his, 
taking the- additfonal entry, and· this· bill pFovides- that he may· 
have credit for such residence and cultivation on his origina'l 
entry both prior and subsequent to the· additional entry, but 
it does not reduce the amount of' land that he must cultivate. 
It does change- tJie period during which, under certain condi
tions, cultivation would have to be had. In other words, if 
this bill were not passed, and a man had for two years culti
vated enough1 of a 160-acre homestead -to entitle him to a 320-
acre homestead', all he would be required: to cultivate on ru 320-
acre homestead, he would' get the credit for it, whereas under 
the- present interpretation of' the law the cutivatiorn that ap-· 
plie to· the additional entry must be for a period subsequent 
to the taking of the additional entry. That- is the- only dif
ference . 

.Mr. FRENCH. And the bill would practically- restcrre- the 
011iginal interpretation. of the present law. 

Mr. MONDELL. As we umferstood it-as the committee· 
understood it-at the time, it does· not perfeetly restore that 
condition, however, for this· reason: Should the entryman. make· 
proof on his original entry separate· from his additional entry, 
it does not gi\e him credit for the cultivation he maiy ha\'e had 
oll' the· original entry, and in. that respect it is-not as fa.vo:r:able 
to the entrym:m, as we understood the bill to be as it originally. 
passed. But if he sees fit to combine h~ two entries, then. it 
lea"Ves him practically· in the position we understood he was in 
when we pas ed the other bill. It does not relieve him from 
any cultivation that he would now be required'. to• make. It 
does relieve- him in some cases fl·om the necessity of· a. certain 
amount of culti•ation subsequent to the time he takes his . ad:
ditional ent.vy .. 

Mr. MAN~. Does the <Yentleman deny that this· would1 gtve a 
man th.ere now having a homestead entry, o:tl which be has· cul~ 
tivated 10 or 10: acres, the right to an additional 160· acres with
out 'compelling him to do anything more? 

Mr. MONDELL. I deny- that he could get it without culti
vating first a one-sixteenth and then a one-eighth of the entire 
area. 

1\fr. R'.AJilllR. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman nermit an 
inter-ruption·? 

l\fr. MA1\1N. Not unles& he desires to· answer the question. · 
Mr. MONDELL. If he has cultivated a sufficient amount. of 

hi_s, oniginal entry- to meet the requirements of the law as to the 
entire 320 acres, that would be true. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. That would be 40 acres. 
l\fr. l\IANN. No; if he has culti•ated 20 acres of his original 

160 acres and is ready to take up the homestead under. this bill 
would he not be entitled'. to increase it 160 acres more? · ' 

Mr. MO:NDELL. No; because that would not be· an e.ighth 
of' 320 acres. 

Mc. 1\fANN. But it a·oes not require-an· eighth' of the entry·. 
w.hateven it iEL ' 

l\fr. MONDELL. Yes; of final cultivation. It requires an 
eighth. That would. be 40 acres. 

Mr. MAJ..~. Forty acres. 
l\Ir. RA.KER: 1\lr: Speaker, will the gentleman from Illinois 

permit me to call his attention to the language or the bill that 
we passed, known as the three-year homestead law: 

Provid~a fm·thm·; That. th!_! entryID:an shall, in order. to comply with 
the requu·i;ments · of. cultivation he~rn provided for, cultivate not less 
than one-sixteenth of the area of his entry, beginning with the second 
ye'.1-r of the entry, and not less . than one-eighth, beginning with the 
thl1'd1 Y:ear of the · e~try; and· until final proof,' except that in the case 
of entl'l.es- unrler·sectiom 6 of tbe enlarged homestead law double the area 
of cultivation herein provide? shall be req.nired, but the Secretary of 
t~e Interior. may, up~n a satisfactory shoWIDg, under ru.les and. regula
tions · prescnbed by hi.mi reduce the required area of cnltivatibn. 

Mr. l\fAl\TN. What is the point the gentleman is making.? 
l\Ir. RA.KER. Tlie law already provides, the law which.. we 

passed, the same area of cultivation that is J)rovided for in this 
bill,' one-sixteenth· and one-eighth. 

Mr . .i\.TIANN. Yes;. but that is not the gist of this bill 
l\Ir. LAFFERTY. Will the gentleman permit me to answeJ:" 

his- question? 
Mr. 1\1.A.N .i: ~ The· purpose of' this· bill is in the· new part, andi ' 

the new part absolutely eliminates in.. p.c.aetic.e wha.t the: gentle-
man has read. 

Mr. LAFFERTY: As I understand it, the gent1ema.n from. 
Illinois figures that under certain. circumstances the· man who 
now has a home&tead entry might under this bill be permitted 
on. pro,ing UQ on.. it to get.160 acres more without doing anything 
in addition to will:Lt. he had alreruly done, and it is true that 
if the present homestead e-ntryman in. a dry area had· 40 · acres 
cultivated he could' add, at the time he mad.e final proof, another 
160 acres without doing anything. ad(litioual in the way of 
residence.· or. cultivation,;. hut :rr want to. ask the· gent1emrux why 
that is not fair and right. If a man weut there nt a time when 
he.. could not a•a.il himself of. the 320-acre home tend law, in the 
dry. region, and has cultivated an eighth of 320 acr.es 'and the 
law has since been liberalized. and ther-e is- a_ \acant 160 acres 
adjoining his, why should.he not hav.e: the same right that other 
people mah.-in.g those entries now have, and. why should' he not 
h.a.ve 320 the same as an entryman now going out into this 
country? Only in rare instances would the exception which the 
gentleman from Illinois. has- suggested· apply. 

Mr. 1\1.A.NN. This· will apply to a great many homestead en
tries, will it not-quite a few? 

1\I~. LAFFERTY . . Very few: . 
M.r. MANN. Quite a few where people- have already· gone on 

the land under the- theory it was not subject to the- 320 and 
have been satisfied with the· 160 acres. 

Mn. LAFFERTY. No. 
Mr. MANN.. Then, if there. is no demand, why should y(JU 

ha e- the· bill? 
l\fr. LAFFERTY. The- demand- comes· from many others. 
Mr. MONDELL. The rather insistent demand now and the 

demand1 which I think we ought to give heed to is-largely com
ing from· men who understood thn.t they could prove· up on their 
combined entries and get title, and who under the new ruling; 
having. made their additional entry quite recently, would be re
quired. to live on. their land. three years before they-could make 
final proof. 

1\1.u. MANN. r suppo e that will not kill them. 
Mr. MONDELL. It affects them very seriously. A good 

many of such· men. a1·e affected eeriously and will need relief, 
and the department thinks it ought to be· afforded. 

l\iD. 1\1.A.NN. One- would suppose from hearing_ g.entlemen: 
from the so-called'. public-land States speak on the floor that the 
only object of men: in getting a homestead. was to get away from 
it, whe.rea:s1 plenty o.f. them got homesteads to live upon them. 

• 
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l\Ir. MOl\TDELL. A man frequently proves up his homestead 

~ as a basis of credit. It is not for the purpose of moving but-
Mr. MAJ\TN. Whnt basis of credit would it be to present a 

man 160 acres if be has already lfiO aeres that is not worth 
anything? 

Mr. MO~'DELL. Well, 320 acres of land, even if it is not 
very go0<l land, is better than 160 acres, which is not large 
enough in area, if the land is fairly good land, to take care of 
the man. · 

J\lr. LAFFERTY. I would like to st.ate I have gone into this 
subject with reference to Oregon and we have in one county 
over 4,000,000 acres-that is Harney County-of vacant unre
served lands subject to homestead, and we are an..~ious fqr 
people to come and take it, but they do not do it; and it is in 
reference to such lands that we need this law. 

l\Ir. ~IAl\TX. Gentlemen often state on the floor that because 
all the land in the United States has not been occupied that 
therefore it is not worth n.nything, and yet you can go around 
the city of Wnshington, the Capital of the country, in any 
direction and find land that is not under cultivation. • 

1\Ir. LAFFERTY. We have over 17,000,000 acres in Oregon, 
over one-fourth of the ·-State, vacant, unreserved, and open to 
all comers. 
- Mr. MA.NN. They have taken up in the last year ·one-fourth 

as much as in the last 20 years. 
Mr. LAFFERTY. They did not come to Oregon. 
l\1r. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for a 

suggestion? I would like to get back to the first chapter of 
Genesis upon this proposition. 

l\Ir. 1\1.A1'."'N. Nobody on that side of the House will be fa
miliar with what you are going to talk about. [Laughter.] . 

l\lr. RUCKER of Colorado. The fact is I do not think my 
friend MONDELL has put this case before tile House just as it is 
and as it should address itself to your minds. In the first 
place the addition of lGO acres, the enlarged-homestead act, 
was passed with a view of allowing a cultivation of 160 acres 
one year and 160 ac1·es tile other year, allowing the cultivation 
of 160 acres that would otherwise lie fallow. Now, then, that 
Tiew was taken by the Secretary and it was compromised by 
reason of the bill that I put in, which required not a cultivation 
at all of the additional 160 acres or the original 160 acres unles.s 
the settler liimself concluded it was the best thing for him to 
do, and he after all was the best judge of that. Now, we pro
vide in my bill that he would put in catch basins, he would dig 
wells, and put other improvements upon the land in lieu of the 
culfrrntion, or, in other words, the plowing up of this land. 

Now, I have in my district I think as much, possibly more 
than any other 1\fember here, of this arid land outsjde of the 
district of the gentleman from Wyoming. Of course his land is 
uot worth anything anyl:;1.0w, and dry farming or any othe1· 
kind of farming would not do any good up there in Wyoming, 
but in our section of the country we run across this proposition, 
that if you plow up this land and undertake to put it in cultiva
tion and you do not pursue that Campbell syBtem of dry culti
vation, cultivating the soil eTery month throughout the year, 
then you are going to lose all the profits that might come from 
tlle land, and so, therefore, tllere was a compromise in that the 
land should not be plowed up where the grass was growing 
unless the settler concluded it was the best thing for him to do, 
because I know from my own experience that the original grass 
will not grow for 20 years upon the land when it is once plowed 
up. So, therefore, the settler under thi bill-I think this is 
an infamous bill in my· judgment-would be required to put it 
in cultivation. Cultivation means plowing up of the soil, and 
unless you follow it up by the Campbell system of dry farming 
then you are going to lose the entire usufruct of the land, be
cause the grass will not grow upon that land for 20 years. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr . .MA!\~. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. The 

bill is stricken from the calendar. 

EXTENSION OF REMA.BKS. 

l\Ir. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
reviEe and extend my remarks on the bill (S. 6354) in relation 
to Fort .McHenry. ' 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Maryland? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

CONFEDERATE CEMETERY AT LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill ( H. R. 24365) providing for ·the taking over by the 
United States Government of the Confederate cemetery . at 
Little Rock, · Ark. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TILSON. l\Ir. Speaker, the gentleman from .A..rknnsRs 
[l\lr. JACOWAY] introduced this bill, and also placed it on the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar after it had been reported by the 
Committee on Military ·.A..ffairs. Mr. JACOWAY, I am· informed, 
is ill and can not be here to-day. I should like to ask tma.ni
mous consent that this bill remain on the calendar and be 
passed with-out pTejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentle-man from Connecticut asks tmani
mous consent to pass this bHl without prejudice. Is there 
objection?. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF I.ND IAN WARS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. Il. 14053) to increase the pensions of Indian 
War survivors in certain cases. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacte<J., etc., That from and after the passage of this act the 

rate of pension to sur.vivors of the various Indian wars who are now 
on the pension roll or who may hereafter be placed thereon under 
the acts of July 27, 1892, June 27, 1902, and May 30, 1908, shall M 
$12 per month. • 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SISSON). Is there objection 
to the consideration of this bill? 

1\fr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like tiJ 
ask if anybody here represents the Committee on Pensions? 

.l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. I will say, l\lr. Speaker, in an
swer to the question of the gentleman from lliinoi , that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. IlrcHABDSON] is ill and can not 
b-e he.re. I would like to have this bill passed over, therefore, 
without -prejudice. 

Mr. l\IAl~. I would like very much to pass the bill, while 
reserving the right to object, but I do not believe that the bill 
ought to be passed fixing the rate of $12 per month. These 
survirnrs of the Indian wars a.re all survivors of wars prior 
to 1860. We have granted to Mexican War soldiers $30 a 
month. I do not believe, if we are to amend the law and change 
it, that it comports with the dignity of the Republic to provide 
only $12 a month for these old Teterans. 

.l\Ir. FOSTER. Let me say this: I served four years on the 
Committee on Pensions, and these survivors were granted $8 
a month under the law. It h::ts always been the rule of the 
committee and the· rule of the !louse that any one of these 
Indian war survivors getting $8 a month is increased by special 
act to $16 per month without objection. They were all con
sidered in cases that the committee and the House always 
passed. 

l\1r. !ANN. Now, I will explain a complication about the 
bill, if I may, in just a moment. There are three acts of Con
gress referred to here, putting survivors of .Indians wars upon 
the pension roll at $8 a month in each case. That puts the 
sunirnrs of Indian wars who served for 30 days, and al o their 
widows, on the roll at $8 per month. They are under the same 
Jaw, so that the rate fixed in this bill, if enacted rnto law, would 
apply both to the survivors of the wars and their widows. I 
think the surviv-0rs ought to have the same rate, or -very close 
to it, that is now granted to Mexican War veterans. This goes 
back and covers some of the Texas Rangers in the fifties. 

If you are going to in~ase the pensions of these feW nten, 
now away on in years, they ought to be increased to a reason~ 
able amount. Whether or not the widow ought to have her 
pension increased to $30 a month is another question. The wid
ows probably ought not to be increased beyond the amount paid 
to the widows of Mexican War soldiers. 

Mr. HAY. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois if it is 
not a fact-as I believe it is-that when a man is granted a 
pension by special act the Committees on Pensions refuse to 
increase the a.mount, and if one of these sun-hors has been 
granted a pensicn by special act at the · rate of $8 a month, this 
bill would not do him any good? 

1\1.r. l\.IA.1',"'N. This would not do him any good; but under the 
language of this bill, if an Indian war survivor had obtained a 
special act for $16 a month-- · 

1\Ir. HAY. Well, for $8 a month--
1\fr. 1\IANN (continuing). This bill would reduce him to $12, 

because there is not inserted here the usual provision that it 
shall not operate as a reduction in any case. 

1\fr. HAY. I know of one case where a man obtained a 
pension for service ·in one of these Indian wars under a spe
cial act. 

1\Ir. 1\1.A.1'~. He probably was not entitled .. 
Mr. HAY. He got it by special a.ct, and the committee de

clined to consider any bill for an increase. 
Mr. l\1ANN. Well, I will offer an amendment. 
Mr. SP ARK.MAN. Mr. Speaker, I would Jike to suggest, in 

connection with what the gentleman from Illinois bas said, that 
be is entirely right. Twelve dollars a. month is too small an 
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amount for the surviving soldiers of those old Florida and other 
Indian wars. 

Mr . .MANN. I -will say to the gentleman that if consent is 
given to the consideration of this bill, I have an amendment pre
pared to strike out "$12" and insert "$30 "; and if that comes 
up I am going to offer the amendment. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I shall certainly support that. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman proposes to do what? 
.Mr. 1'.\1ANN. To make the pension $30 a month instead of $12. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Widows as well as veterans? 
Mr. MANN. That feature will probably be corrected. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think we ought to legislate on 

that theory. · 
Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is right about that. 
l\fr. FITZGERALD. If this bill is not correct, it ought to go 

over. I am not sure that it should not be corrected. But if 
we are to start the precedent of pensioning widows of wars at 
$30 a month, the House should have full knowledge of it. I 
suggest that the bill be passed over. 

l\lr. SPARKMAN. This does not seem to provide for pension
ing widows at all. 

l\lr. FITZGERALD. It does, it is stated, under the wording 
of the act. 

l\lr. MANN. It does provide for the widows. 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. I think the- consideration of this bill 

had better be deferred. There will be another day for its 
consideration. 

l\lr. MANN. I say it applies to widows. The language is 
"survivors." Maybe it would not apply under the original act. 
The original act specifically applied to widows. This is " sur
vivors of the Indian wars." Perhaps that would not apply to 
the widows. 

Mr. SPARK.MAJ.~. I think the intention of it was to have it 
apply only to the surviving Soldiers of those wars. 

l\fr. RUCKER of Colorado. 'l'hat is my understanding 
about it. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I will say that I have introduced a bill 
increasing the amount to $24. 

l\lr. MANN. Why not amend the bill, and say "surviving 
soldiers" instead of "survivors," at $30 a month? That would 
cover it. 

Mr. WARBURTON. That is good. 
, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the Union Cal

endar. 
l\lr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanim.ous consent to con

sider the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
'.rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from I llinois 

[Mr. MANN] asks unanimous consent to consider the bill in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was tlo objection. 
Mr. l\IAJ\TN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out, in line 4, 

the word "survivors" and insert in lieu thereof the words 
" surviving soldiers." 

'The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment offered by the gentlema from Illinois [l\lr. MANN] . 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Am~nd, page 1, line 4, by striking out the word " survivors " and 

lnsertmg the words ."surviving soldiers." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

" Mr. ~N. . I m~ve . to strike out, in line 9, the word 
twelve and rnsert in heu tllereof the word "thirty." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 1, line 9, by striking out " twelve " and inserting 

"thirty." 
The amendment was agreed to. · 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 
i\lr. MANN. I ask that the title of the bill be amended. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the title will be 

amended to conform to the text. 
There was no objection. 
On motion of Mr. SPARK~AN, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 
GREAT NORTHERN R~WAY CO. BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimons Consent 
was the bill ( S. 7195) to authorize the Great Northern Railway 
Co. to consh:uct a bridge across the Missouri Rtrnr. 

The. bill was read, as follows: · 
' B~ 1t enacted, etc., That the Great Northern Railway Co., a corpora
tion organized and existing under the laws of the State of Minnesota! 

its successors and assigns, be, and they are herebyt authorized to con· 
struct, maintain, and opernte a bridge and approacnes across the Mis
souri River at a point suitable to the needs of navigation, to be selected 
by said company and approved by the Secretary of War either in the 
county of McKenzie or Williams, in the State of North bakota, or the 
county of Dawson or Valley, in the State of Montana, in accordance 
with the provisions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the construe· 
tion of bri~ges over ~avigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is expressly 
hereby reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I notice that this 

bill provides that the location of this bridge shall be selected by . 
the company and approved by the Secretary of War. The gen
eral bridge act provides that the company shall submit a map, 
and so forth, of its proposed location, and that before the bridge 
can be built it must be appro\ed by the Secretary of War and 
the Chief of Engineers. It does_ not seem to me desirable to 
depart from the requirement that it shall receive the approval 
both of the Chief of Engineers and of the Secretary of War. I 
will ask the gentlemen interested in the bill whether they are 
willing to strike out that provision. 

Mr. Sil\fS. Mr. Speaker, I reported the bill, but I will yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [1\Ir. STEVENS] . 

l\fr. STEVENS of l\Iinnesota. Mr. Speaker, this proposes to 
permit the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
between Montana and North Dakota. The reason JVhY this 
bill differs from the ordinary form, as the committee are in
formed, is that the banks of the river are very high and there 
was some difficulty in finding the right sort of location along 
the river. So this sort of latitude was given for the location of 
the bridge by the company, subject to the approval of the Sec
retary of War. If the gentleman cares to add the Chief of 
Engineers, I have no objection. 

l\Ir. l\fANN. Why not sh·ike out the words "to be selected 
by said company and approved by the _ Secretary of War"? 

Mr. STEVE~S of Minnesota. There will be no objection to 
that. That leaves it subject to the provisions of the bridge act. 

l\Ir. l\IA:NN. That would leave. sufficient latitude without 
making any change in the usual form. 

l\fr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly; ther e is no objection 
to that. . 

The SPEAKER. I s there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, page 1, lines 

8 and 9, by striking out the words " to be selected by said 
company and approved by the Secretary of War." 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will report the amendment.. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 1, lines 8 and !), by striking out the words .. to be 

selectw by said company and approved by the Secretary of War." 
'l'he amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 

read the third time and passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVEB, MOLINE, ILL. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 25073) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River between Moline, ill., and 
Bettendorf, I owa. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Moline-Bettendorf Bridge Co., an 

Illinois corporation, be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct, main
tain, and operate a railroad and wagon bridge across the Mississippi 
River at a point suitable to the interests of n, avigatlon, from a point 
east of 'l'wenty-third Street in the city of Moline, in the county of 
Rock Island and State of Illinois, to the town of Bettendorf Iowa : 
Provided, That the bridge shall be built in accordance with the pro
' ·isions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the consh'Uction of'. 
bridges over navigable waters," approved March. 23, 1906: Providert 
furthe,-, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of 
the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within two years and 
completed within four years from the approval of the act. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. COOPER. I should like to ask the gentleman to what 

use this bridge is to be put. I see it is to be constructed by a 
bridge company, and the words "a railroad and wagon" are 
stricken out. 

i\lr. COVINGTON. At the time this bill was before the 
committee the gentleman's colleague [Mr. EscH] looked into 
the matter and reported upon it. I presume it is to be an 
ordinary bridge, to be used for the traffic between one county 
and another. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKINNEY] is 
the author · of the bill, and can no doubt state precisely what 
use is to be made of the bridge. . 

Mr. l\IcKil'.TNEY. I will say in reply to the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin that after being drawn in its orig
inal form the bill was changed by cer tain amendments proposed 
by t.fle committee, which make it comply with the general bridge 
bill for bridges · over navigable streams. The purpose is to 
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have a wagon bridge and also a railroad bridge. It is to serve 
the purposes of those two communities. The bridge company 
is not a foreign company at all, but is composed of citizens of 
the two communities. -

Mr. COOPER. Is the company to charge tolls? 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. They would have a right to 

do so under the general law. 
Mr. McKINNEY. The pr-0ject would not pay at all if they 

did not. 
Mr. COVINGTON. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mc

KINNEY] will permit me, I will state to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that the general bridge act in existence to-day pro
vides ample safeguards, even in the matter of fixing tolls. 

Mr. COOPER. Moline is a city. Is Bettendorf the name of 
a private individual? 

Mr. McKINNEY. It is the name of a place. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. ' 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the committee amend

ments. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 1, line 5, by striking out the words " a railroad and 

wagon." --~ ,._....,., ,,,...I! •.r..:- J 

Mr. l\IANN. 'I'he word " a " should not be stricken out. 
That should remain in the bill, and therefore should be elimi
nated from the amendment proposing to strike out. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the modification 
suggested by the gentleman from Illinois will be agreed to. 
The question is-on the amendment as modified. 

There. was no objection. The amendment as modified was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, lines 9 and 10, strike o~t in line 9, after word " Iowa," the 

words "Pro-r;ided, That the bridge shall be built." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Tlie Clerk read the following committee amendment : 
On page 2, after the word "six," in line 2, strike out the words: 
"Prn,,;ided further, That this act shall be null and void if actual 

construction of the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within 
two years and completed within four years from the approval of the 
act." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as ·amended was ordered to a third reading, and was 

accordingly read the third time and passed. 
_Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment to 

the title. 
By unanimous consent, the title was amended to read : "To 

authorize the Moline-Bettendorf Bridge Co. to construct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River between Moline, Ill., and 
Bettendorf, Iowa ." 

On motion of .l\fr. COVINGTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

. SUilPORT OF ENTRY AT PORT BOLIVAR, TEX.. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 22199) to establish a subport of entry and 
delivery at Port Bolivar, in the State of Texas. 

Mr. GREGG of Texas. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent that the substitute be read in lieu of the bill 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
<wnsent that the substitute be read in lieu of the bill Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the substitute, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the limits of the port of entry of Galveston, 

Tex., be, and the same are hereby, extended to include Port Boll.var, in 
that St~te. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the sub
stitute. 

The questi~n was taken, and the substitute was agreed to. 
'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read : "A bill to extend the 

limits of the port of entry of Galveston, Tex., to include Port 
Bolivar, in that State." 

EXCHANGE OF LANDS WITHIN INDIAN, MILITARY, AND " NATIONAL 
FOREST RESERVATIONS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
wns ·the bill (H. R. 25738) to authorize the Secretary of the In
terior to exchange lands for school sections within an Indian, 
military, or notional forest or other reset·vation, and for other 
purpose·s. -

The bill was i·ead at length. • 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\lr. MANN. I object. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
will withhold that objection. I would like to ask unanimous 
consent to address the House for 10 minutes on this bill. 

Mr. MANN. l\fr. Speaker, I think in view of the fact that 
this bill and one like it has been on the calendar for three 
months, and the gentleman has been heard upon it frequently, 
and the fact that we have a large calendar to-day to get through 
with, I must object. 

The SPEJA.KER. Does the gentleman adhere to his objection? 
Mr. MANN. I do. 
l\fr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad

dress the House for 10 minutes on this bill that the gentleman 
objects to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani
mous consent to address the House for 10 minutes. 

Mr. 1\IANN. Reserving the right to object, I will say to the 
gentleman that I will be glad to cooperate wrth him and get 
unanimous consent for him to address the House for 10 minutes 
or 20 minutes at any other time, but there is a long list of bills 
yet to be disposed of, and I feel constrained to object. 

TERMS OF COURT AT TRENTON, N. J. 

The neX:t business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. 4838) to amend section 96 of the act to codify, 
rm"'ise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved 
l\farch 3, 1911. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows = 
Be it enactea, etc., That section 96 of the "Act to codify, revise, and 

amend the laws relating to the judiciary," approved 1\Iarch 3, 1911, be, 
and hereby is, amended so as to read as follows : 

" SEC. 96. The State of Tew Jersey shall constitute one judicial dis
trict, to be known as the district of New Jersey. Terms Of the district 
court shall be held at Trenton on the third Tuesdays in January, April, 
and September. At ea.ch term of the district court it shall be lawful 
f.or the judge holding such term, on consent of both parties or on 
application therefOL' and good .cause shown by either party to any civil 
cause set for trial or hearin.!?' at said term, to order such cause to be 
held or tried at the city of Newark, in said district, upon the day set 
for that purpose by said judge: Provided, That such application shall 
be made to said judge, either in vacation or term -time, at least one week 
before the date set for trial of said cause and on at least five days' 
notice to the opposite party or his or her attorney; nnlf writs of sub
prena to compel the attendance of witnesses at said city of Newark may 
issue and jurors summoned to attend said term may be ordered by said 
jud~ to be in attendance upon said court in the city of Newark." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? · 
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

want to call the attention of the House to the fact that hereto
fore I ha\e not objected to any bills on the Calendar for Unani
mous Consent. I have b·ied to give consideration to othe:r 
Members of this House. The bill that was just objected to-I 
hate to say it, but I can not help but believe that i t was be
cause of some personal matter. If there is anyone from the 
West wants to object, let him do it. We will then know who 
it is, and can then obtain his reasons for such objections and 
it may ·be obviated by proper amendment. That bill has been 
gone into by the Public Lands Committee on two public hear
ings, testimony was taken and publisHed, parties interested 
were heard and given an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. l\lAl~N. Mr. Speaker, I raise a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. , 
l\fr . .l\IA...~~- I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that 

the gentleman from California is not discussing anything before 
the House. 

l\Ir. RAKER. I want to say, l\Ir. Speaker, before the Chair 
rules, that if the gentleman intends to drive all the rest of the 
bills from the calendar to-day he can do so. I have sat here 
patiently for two months--

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. The 
Chair will state to the gentlemun from California that no 
Member is obliged to give his reasons for objecting to any bill. 
It may be for personal pique; it may be for the public interest; 
it may be for one thing or it may be for another; but he does 
not have to state his reasons. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to transgress the 
rules, bnt I believe that I ought to be able to state to the House 
the_ further fact-- . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third ti.mp, was• 
read the third time, and passed. 

STATUS OF AR.MY OFFICERS IN AVIATION SERVICE, ETC. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( H . R. 17256) to fix •the status of officers in the 
Army detailed for aviation duty, and to increase the efficiency 
of the aviation service. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc.~ That from and after the passage and approval of 

this act the pay ana allowances ns are now or may be hereafter fixed 
by law for officers of the Regular Army shall be doubled for such officers 
as are now or may be hereafter detailed by the Secretary of War on 
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aviation duty: Provided, That this increase of pay and allowances shall 
be given to such officers only as are actual flyers of heavier-than-air 
ci·aft, :rnd while so detailed, as provided in section 1: Provided further, 
That no more than 30 officers hall be detailed to the aviation service. 

SEC. 2. That paragraph 2 of section 26 of an act of Congress ap
proved Februar-y 2, 1901, entitled "An net to increase the efficiency of 
the permanent military establishment of the United States," shall not 
limit the tour of detail to aviation duty of officers below the grade of 
lieutenant colonel : Provided{ That nothing in this act shall be con
strued to increase the tota number of officers now in the Regular 
Army. 

SEC. 3. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the pro
visions of t~is act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

1\Ir. MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Virginia whether he con
siders it necessary in order to provide sufficient officers for 
purposes of aviation to double both the pay and the allowance? 

Mr. HAY. I do. I do not know of any branch of the mili
tary service which is more impoTtant than military aviation. 

Mr. MANK I have been trying to urge that idea upon the 
Hou e for some years, and I am glad the gentleman has come 
to agree with me. 

Mr. HAY. I can assure the gentleman that it has been urged 
successfully upon me, and I have given this matter a great deal 
of consideration. I am satisfied that if aviation progresses in 
the same way for the next five years that it has done in the 
last five' y-ears a great many problems of war which now con
front us will be solved, and solved in the interest of peace. 
Therefore, I am anxious, so far as I can, to do all that is possi
ble for that service in this country. 

1\Ir. l\IANN. Mr. Speaker, I fully agree with the gentleman 
about that. 

l\lr. HAY. As to the compensation of these gentlemen who 
are engaged in it, I will state that they are unable to obtain 
accident insurance as well as life ihsurance. They take their 
Jh-es in their hands every time they go up into the air. If 
anything happens to the engine of the machine they are liable 
to be killed instantly. These men, it is true, are volunteers. 
The department does not compel anyone to engage in this serv
ice. They are volunteers, and in justice to their families
and some of them are married and others haye people de
pendent upon them-I think they should receive extra compen
sation. They should not engage in this work unless they receive 
extra compensation. I do not believe that the compensation 
provided in this bill is more than it ought to be. 

1\lr. HUMP:uREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

l\1r. HAY. Certainly. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of :Mississippi. Under the law as it ex

ists now is ·there any bounty or, pension paid to the widows 
and dependent children of officers who are killed by accidents 
in these aerop~:rnes? ' 

l\Ir. HAY. Under the law the widow and dependent chil
dren of any officer who dies in the discharge of his duty are 
entitled to a pension, but it is small. 

l\fr. HUl\IPHREYS of Mississippi. How much? 
1\Ir. HAY. I think the widow of a captain gets $30 a month. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. It 1lepends upon the rank. 
Mr. HAY. And a major $40. None of them gets over $50 

a month. I think a brigadier general's widow gets only $50 a 
month. 

Ur. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. And that same pension 
goes to the widows of men who are killed, without reg~rd to the 
manner in which they meet their death? 

Mr. HAY. Yes; killed in the line of duty. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It is on1y when killed in 

line of duty that they are entitled to a pension? 
l\lr. HA.Y. Only when killed in line of duty. If they are out 

of the service and they are killed by accident when they are not 
performing military duty, as I understand it, they are not 
entitled to a pension. 

I.fr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. HAY. Certainly. 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. Has the gentleman considered the pro

priety of limiting the operation of this law to five years? I 
• agree with the gentleman that at this time there are conditions 
which I think appeal to everyone, but the feeling is that within 
a few years the science of aviation will be a comparatively safe 
one, when we realize the great advance that has been made for 
it in the last few years; and if it is developed to a point where 
it becomes safe, I doubt w:hetller there should be this distinc
tion. It occurred to me that perhaps if this law were enacted 
to Jast during a period of, say, five years, it would be wise. If 
in that time the improvements were such as to make the science 
safe, then this ei-tra compensation should not be given. 

l\lr. HAY. I ha1e no objection to putting a limitation upon 
the time. 

l\fr. FITZGERALD. I make that suggestion to the gentle
man. 

l\Ir. HAY. I have no objection to that, and I will offer it as 
an amendment, if the gentleman will suggest 'it. · 

l\Ir. TILSON. l\Ir. Speaker, what- is the gent1emnn's propo-
sition? · 

l\Ir. HAY. To limit the provisions of the bill to five years. 
l\Ir. TILSON. So _that each officer who. goes into it will 

understand that at the end of that period--
1\fr. FITZGERALD. No; that during the next five years this 

law shall apply. 
l\Ir. HAY. Yes; and if, as the gentleman se-ems to think, avia

tion becomes much safer, then it will not appJy after that time. 
l\Ir. TILSON. And we an hope it will become much safer. 
l\Ir. HAY. It will not be necessary then to pay them as much, 

and the law can be extended if it does not become any safer. 
The SPE~ER. Is there objection to the pre ent considera

tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. This 
bill is on the Union Calendar. 

l\Ir. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be considered in the House as i.ri. the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
l\Ir. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I under

stand the chairman of the committee desires to offer an amend
ment limiting the time, and after that I desire to offer some 
amendments. 

1\Ir. HAY. l\Ir. Speaker, I move to amend the bill in line 3, 
after the word "that," by inserting the words "for five years." 

'l'he Clerk read as fol.lows· 
Amend, page 1, line 3, by inserting after the word "that" the words 

"for five years." · 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. l\fr. Speaker, I offer the 

amendments which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.. 
'l;he Clerk read as follows: 
After the word "Army," page 1, line 5, insert u Navy and Marin~ · 

Corps." 

Mr. l\.IA.l"'\TN. l\fr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order upon 
that amendment. 

l\Ir. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. What is the objection? 
l\Ir. MANN. What is the reason for it? It is limited to five 

years-I will withdraw the point of order. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed· to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
After the word "War," page 1, line 7, insert the words "or the Sec-

retary of the Navy." 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 2, line 2, after the word " officers," insert the words " ot 

each service." 
l\Ir. MANN. Just a moment. Will that amendment include 

30 for the Army, 30 for the Navy, and 30 for the Marine Corps? 
Mr. ROBERTS of l\Iassachusetts. That is the purpose. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. Does the gent1eman wish to have GO in the 

Navy? 
Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I will say at the present 

there are no officers of the Marine Corps detailed to aviation 
work, and tho developments of the future may be such that it 
may be thought advisable to put that branch of the service on 
the l\farine Corps. 

Mr. l\IAl\TN. I think it will be time enough to wait soxr...a 
time before we provide 30 officers for that sei.·vice. 

l\Ir. HAY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts that he make it 30 officers for the Army and Navy. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. That is agreeable, as long 
as I get the Marine Corps in. 

Mr. MANN. The Marine Corps would be included in the 
term "Navy." 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Then, change the amend
ent so it will say " not more than 30 officers of the Army and 
30 officers of the Navy and Marine Corps." 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert, after the word "officers," line 2, page 2, the words "of the 

Army a.nd 30 officeri:J of the Navy." 
Mr. HAY. I understand the amendment of the gentleman 

from Massachusetts provides there can be 30 officers of the 
Navy and Maline Corps combined, and not of each. 

l\fr. ROBERTS of Ma~achusetts. That is the idea. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 



1912. .CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 10247 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 2, line 11, after the word "Army," add the words "Na_vy 

or Marine Corps." 
.Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I will say that provision 

is for the purpose of providing there shall be no increase of the 
officers in the service by reason of aviation. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAY. I suggest fill amendment, page 2, line 1, to strike 

out the words " in section 1 " and insert the word " herein." 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
Page 2, line 1, strikQ out the words " in section 1 " and insert the 

word "herem." 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended to read as follows: " To fix 

the status of officers of the Army, Navy, and :Marine Corps de
tailed for aviation duty, and to increase the efficiency of the 
aviation service." 

On motion of l\Ir. HAY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

During the consideration of the above bill, 
EXCHANGE OF LANDS WITHIN FOREST RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to' have unanimous 
consent to address the House for two minutes. I began a 
statement which I do not like to leave uncompleted. 

Mr. MAJl..'N. Does the gentleman from California feel that he 
can relieve his mind in two minutes? 

Mr. RAKER. I think I can get relief by continuing. [Laugh
ter.] 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes, so as to be sure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER] 
be allowed to address the House for five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RA.KER. Mr. Speaker, the original bill, H. R. 25738, 

that was objected to a few moments ago, is a copy with two im
portant amendments upon it of a bill which was considered ·by 
the Committee-on the Public Lands, as I stated, and after public 
bearings and after due consideration by the c9mmittee at least 
at three sessions the bill was favorably reported, and when this 
bill 25738 was introduced it was again considered by the Com
mittee on the Public Lands and reported favorably by that com
mittee, and unanimously at that. 

The same bill was introduced ·in the Senate by Senator 
PERKINS, hearing was had before. the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that committee unanimously reported the bill with 
slight amendments, which we agreed to. 

The California delegation, composed of Seuators and Members 
of the House, met in conference upon the bill and agreed upon 
it. They informed me that there was no objection to this bill, 
because it relates to over 500,000 acres of land in California, 
where the people have l>een in doubt as to their titles from two 
to twenty-five years. The State is losing ~n taxes by virtue of 
the nonsett1ement of the matter. It has gone to the Attorney 
General of the United States, to the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the legal officers, both l\Ir. Clemens and .Mr. Cobb. It has gone 
before the attorney general of the State of · California and the 
surveyor general, and they were on here for at least six weeks 
in regard to it. This matter was gone into by the Department 
of the Interior, the State surveyor general, and the attorney 
general of California last year; the governor of the State of 
California made it a part of the call for the special extra ses
siou of the legislature, which unanimously passed the legisla
tion and asked that it be carried out by Congress. 

Now if there is any reason for it, and I ask the gentleman 
to state what his reason is, if the delegation from California, 
both Senators and Members of the House and Members of the 
West are in favor of it, there can be no damage done to any
body. It is necessary for the State of California to settle the 
land titles and should become a law. It is for the interest of 
the State, and it seems to me there ought to be some valid 
reason why such necessary legislation should not be enacted. 
The entire State is interested in the matter. Over 500,000 acres 
of land, as I haye stated, is affected by the legislation. · No 
title can be had until legislation is provided by Congress, as the 
attorney general for the State of California says, and also the 
surveyor general, by this appropriate legislation. I have been 
persistent in the matter. I have given every consideration to it 
that could be -given, and I have hoped and asked the gentleman 
to withdraw his. objection, al).d that the bill might be passed, the 
Senate Committee on Public Lands having gone into it, the 
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House Committee on the Public Lands having gone into it, and 
a thorough investigation having been made, it ought to be per
mitted to be heard by the House. It is only giving us an oppor
tunity to straighten the title, to clear up a condition that· has 
been in existence for 30 years, and is now acute. I feel, · in 
justice. to myself and in justice to the gentleman's objectiou to 
the bill, that I ought to explain this to the House, and I believe 
if the gentleman understood the features of the bill, the reason 
for it and the matters that baye been heard, he would offer no 
objection to the bill being considered by the House at the present 
time. . 

l\Ir. l\.IANN. Mr. Speaker, if I did not understand the bill I 
should not have objected. 

COMPILATION OF REVOLUTIONARY WAR RECORDS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S, 271) to authorize the collection of the military 
and naval records of the Reyolutionary War with a new ·to 
their publication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, ·etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 

and directed to collect or copy and classify, with a view to publication, 
the scattered military records of the Revolutionary War, including all 
troops acting under State authority, and the Secretary of the ~ ' avy ls 
hereby authorized and directed to collect or copy and classify, with a 
view to publication, the scattered naval records of the lievolutionary 
War. 

SEC. 2. That all such records in the possession or custody of any 
official of the United States shall be transferred, the military records 
to the War Department and the naval records to the Navy Department. 

SEC. 3. That there is hereby appropriated for the purposes of this 
act, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
$50,000 for the War Department and $10,000 for the Navy Department: 
Pt·ovided furtheti That no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be 
used in the purcnase of any such records that may be discovered either 
in the hands of private owners or in public depositories. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentleman will 

merely resene the right and not object. The matter of gather
ing these records of the Revolutionary War has, in the judg
ment of a great many people and my own judgment, been too 
long delayed. There has been legislation previous to this time 
upon the subject, but not the sufficient authority to enable the 
work to be done. Scattered through the original 13 States, 
the most of them in State departments and historical societies 
and other places, are a great many records of our first war. 
It seems to me that they ought to be gathered together and 
placed as a matter of record in the department here. This bill 
has passed the Senate, passed the Committee on Military Affairs
of the House, has the approYal of patrioti~ organizations of the 
country who are interested in the preservation of these rec-· 
ords. - The Congress bas authorized the gathering of records 
of practically every other war in which our people have been 
engaged. They have been gathered, and it seems to me that this 
bill ought to pass, and I hope that the gentleman will not object 
to its consideration. 

Mr. l\IAL"\fN: I will say to the gentleman that I am yery 
heartily in favor of gathering together the military and nayal 
records of the Revolutionary War. This bill provides for that 
and then appropriates a certain sum of money out of the Treas
ury. Does the gentleman anticipate that the money herein ap
propriated is sufficient to do the work required, or is this only 
a preliminary appropriation with no limit of cost? 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman confesses that he has no opinion 
upon that subject but is taking the action of the committee 
which investigated the matter and that of the department. I 
believe the department made no recommendation as to· the 
amount of the appropriation, but I am sure I am expressing. 
the opinion--

1\fr. l\IANN. Then I can give the gentleman a little informa
tion upon the subject. The original bill carried $10,000, and the 
bill as reported carries only $7,000 for this work in the Navy 
Department. The Secretary of the Navy stated: 

It is estiniated that for selection, copying, compiling~ and preparing 
the two volumes for the printer the cost would be $:.::0,000, with an 
additional $10,000 for printing the· first 1,000 of the two. 

That is $20,000 for preparation. 
l\fr. HAY. I would like to call the gentleman's attention to 

the fact that this bill does not propose to compile anything for 
the purpose of being printed, but it proposes to collect this ma
terial and place the material in this department. I will state 
to the gentleman that those interested in the bill who appeared 
before the committee stated that the sum which the House com-· 
mittee recommended to be appropriated would be ~fficient; but 
if it is not sufficient I submit to the gentleman that it would be · 
sufficierit ·for a · year · or ' two. - · 

l\fr. MANN. Now, I will submit to the gentleman this propo
sition and see if he will not agree to it: In the first place, the 
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departments have both. estimated tliat it will cost more to do provision to destroy, as old junk, the census returns; the returns 
this work than the amount ap_propriated, even if they do not buy of the First Census, and, perhaps, some other returns-all the 
any of the e- records. papers connected with those returns. People rose up all over 

Mr. HAY. There is no authority given them to buy. the country against it. We found out, upon inquiry, according 
l\lr. MANN. Oh, but there is.. The authority to collect rec- to my recollection, that fl·om fifteen to twenty thousand dollars 

ords is. authority to buy them. The bill provides: had to be paid as rent for the building in.. which these records 
The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to collect or were stored, and · we found a salary roll of fl·om $12,000 to 

copy and classify, with. a view to publication, the scattered military $15;000, if my recollection serves me, required to take care of 
records of the. Revolu.tionary War. those returns. But there was a unanimous or a very well 

Now, if you will put a limitation of cost inr so that the- Secre- concerted effort that defeated that-legislation. When we came 
tary will not purchase the records which somebody wants to to get the remonstrances against it, they seemed to arise p:rin~ 
sell-- cipally from the great desire of people tb trace descent from 

Mr. PAGE. Tlie last proviso of the bill says: those people who lived when the First Census was. ta.ken. 
That no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be used in the Those returns are there yet and are still increa.sing. Unless 

purchase of any such records that may be discovered either in the hands the legislation has escaped my attention, eTery paper of ever y 
of private owners or in public depositories. · kind of the 90,000,000 of peoI!le in the United States-all the re-

l Mr~ J\I.Al\TN. Well, there· may be. some other places. turns-are all to be kept, so that it is the greatest lot ot old 
·: l\lr. HAY. I do not know where they could be. · junk, so far as the census: is concerned, that serves no u eful 
I' l\lr. PAGE. Could the gentleman euggest some other place? purpose in the world. I do not· know-I have great respect for 
' Mr. MAi~N. Yes. There are plenty of other places besides those who want to trace their descent from the peovre. who 
the hands of private owners and 'Qublic depositories. They served in the Revolution; but, after all, what other object is 
might belong to a municipality or to a. State. That would not there in this? 
nece sarily be in_ a public del)ository. Mr. J\1.A~TN. I am sure my colleague does not want- to resist 

Mr. PAGE. Does not the gentleman think that if they be- the blandishments· of the Daughters or the Revolutiorr. [Laugll
long to :f:he States the States would very gladly cooperate witll ter.] 
the National Goven:lment, without selling them, or without cost? l\fr· CANNON. Oh, the Daughters of the Revolution n:m well 

Mr. J\IANN. r do not know whether' they would or not. It established,. but this is an effort--
seems-to me there ought to: be some limitation of cost inserted Mr. MANN. They will be better established. when these 
here. records are gathered. 

Mr. RAY. What limita:tion._ of cust wanld the gentleman · Mr: CANNON. This isr an. effort to ma.ke more Daughters- of 
suggest? the Revolution. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAGE. I have no· objection, if the gentleman :favoring Mr. SLA.YD~N. The. gentlemurr does not want to discourage 
the proposition will mention a.. sum· which he thinks will cover that? [Laughter.] 
the cost. - Mr. PAGE. Tills is not to encourage an effort to trace de-

Mr. HAY. The House committee reduced. the ap11ropriation, scent It is 3.1I effol't to put- on record.. for the benefit of this 
as the gentleman sees. generation and succeeding generations, the patriotic services of 

l\fr. MANN. Well, I see, and thereby r was led to belie-ve our forefathers contained in records which are now in sncb 
that this-was norintende<J:;as a limitation upon the cost. , a condition that you can not trace them: 

Mr. HAY. Well, I think so. The: gentlemen who appearecf l\fr~ CANNON. How about the War of 1812? How about 
befor.e. us were gentlemen belonging, one of. them, to the S.ociecy the Tudi:m: wars~ and.so on, mud so on r I want to suggest only 
of the Cincinnati, ·and 'others to other patriotic societies; and one thing. for the· consideration of the gentleman. Do not the 
we gathered from. them that th~ amount recommended to be ap- pension rolls show fairly well the_ names of those who served 
propriated by the House committee wculd be sufficient __ But it in the Revoluttonary War! 
the gentleman thinks that it is necessary to put a limitation Mr. PAGEL Well~ if the'. gentleman will allow me, I may say 
upon it, and to make· that limitatit>n the sum carried in the: bill, that they· are by no means complete; for the. reason that their 
I shall be very glad to accept· it. · patriotism, possibly, ran naturally higher in our early- histoTy 

lUr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, r trust the gentleman will ac- than in recent years, and a great" many of the men who then 
cept the suggestion 'of the g.entleinan from Virginia. The e- · served their ceuntcy ei:ninently ne-vei: succeeded in getting on 
r.ecords· a.re scattered, and a good man.y of. them are liable to the pension' roll 
perish. Of course, the gentleman recognizes the fact. that the Mr. CANNON. I understand that~ quite well, and I bad oc
objecti of this bill is to preserve those records. Now, to protect. casion at one time to exn:mine inter that matter; and the legis
ns against extravagance, it- might be wel1 to impose a limita- l::t.tion o! Congress shows that there was. more of: opposition, 
tion, but I trust the gentleman from illinois [l\Ir. MANN] will from the. legislative standpoint, to pensions for the. soldiers o:f 
not object to the bill. the Revolution than there has been since, and on more than one. 

Mr. MA..~ Oh, I ha...ve stated that L was very. heartily in occasion. the. pension laws that were passed wei:e repealed; so 
favor of the proposition in the bill. The gentleman from that, after all, the gentleman is only- measurably corrret. I 
Massachusetts and myself and various-others have been around commend to the. gentleman the histoey, and he can. get it by 
he.re long enough to know that when·you are dealing with some- calling. on the Commissioner of. Eerrsions. 
body with an. unlimited approIJriation you do not always meet Now, if. the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. PA.GE] will 
with that same kind of feeling th:.i.t· you do when. there is a allow me, I think I ought to insist on this b.ill being matured 
limitation UIJOn the expenditure:· and on.. striking. out the approprfa.tion, and let- Congress· from 

Mr. PAGE. We: a.re waiting upon the gentleman from Illinoi time. to ti.ma determine what the size- or the divisions. is to be. 
[Mr. 1\1.A.NN] for a suggestion as. to the limitation~ in the Navy Department and in the War Department. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest that these-words b inserted on page Mr. PAGE. If:.. the gentleman. will allow me, since we have 
1, line. 4,. after the word_" yublication ".: "withiu. the. limits of agreed to accept the limitation suggested by the gentleman'S1 
the appropriation herein provided." colleague [l\Ir. MANN], iL it is the Treasury that- the gentlemarr 

Mr. PAGE. That is acceptable; so far as I am concerned. is- now gua!din~ I think if. he will allow the bill to pass, carry~ 
Mr. CANNON: After all is said and done~ why not .strike out. ing this appropriation without limitation, it will requll.-e Yery 

all the appropriation and be content, if i;he act must i>ass, with much less money. to accomplish this purirose than it will to carry 
perfecting the a~t, and let the appropriations_. for this purpose. out the: purpose that he has suggested. L hope he will not do: 
be made as they are for other branches. of the public service.? that. 

lli. l\IANN. That. would be no limitation upon.. the amount Mr. MAl.~. There should be no further appropriation.. 
that could be expended. Mr. CANNON. Oh, a further appropriation would be in order: 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I am not much in favor· of the bill. I Mr. PAGE Not f01· this pru1JOSe, under the amendment sug.~ 
recollect very well-to show- how tb.ese ancient reeords that gested by the. gentleman from. Illinois [Mr. M.ANN]. 
our fatheTs did not gather' together are IJreserved-it is, I bet- M~ FITZGERALD. WilL the gentleman yield? 
lie-ve, 121 years ago, is it not, that the reeords of the Frrst Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Census were gathered? _ Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the -gentleman remember that some 

Mr. PAGE. Yes; but the. gentlemarr will recollect that these yea.rs ago the State Department had some scheme similar to this:
records are already gathei.:ed. Thi;;- is- not intended... to gather before. the Committee on. Appropriations? 
records~ It is to get records that are- already- in the- liands- of l\Ir. CANNON. It seems to me. I. have.. a dim recollection, but 
certain people. r do not recollect particularly about it. 

l\Ir. CANNON. Very well. I want to call the- gentleman~s- Mr. FITZ.GERALD. I think for the· present I shall object-
attention to the fact th.at records: are accumulating: very fast. until we have- S.ome estimate o.L the pTobahle. cost-of the. clerical 
Many years ago the Committee_ ~Il- _Approp!!~_tlon& reported m force for-this · w0J1k~ 
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l\fr. HAY. In the nature of things there .fOUld not be any such 

estimate, could there? 
.Mr. FITZGERALD. For the last 15 years we have been ap

propriating for the force engaged in the collection of the naval 
records of the Civil War, which appropriation is carried on the 
legislative bill. We specifically appropriate for the services of 
the persons employed. During a period of 20 _years Congress 
provided for the collection of the military records Of the Civil 
War; and before we undertake this work, not only should there 
be some accurate and definite information as to the extent of 
it and how long it will take, but, in my opinion, the legislation 
should be so guarded that the departments will not use this 
money to pay unnecessary compensation. 

Mr. ~IAl\'N. Does not the gentleman think that if we put in 
the limitation which was suggested here, so that the first part 
of the bill would read : -

That within the limits of the appropriation herein made the Serretary 
of War is hereby authorized and directed to collect or copy and classify, 
with a view to publication, the scattered military records of the Revo
lutionary War-

And so forth, that would be a sufficient limitation? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no certainty that it could be 

accomplished, and it would be useless to authorize work to be 
done within a certain sum unless there was some possibility of 
it being done. I have very grave doubt-and I think every 
gentleman here has grave doubt-that $7,000 will be sufficient 
to enable the Navy Department to collect the naval records of 
the War of the Rernlution and put them in shape for publica
tion. 

l\Ir. HAY. Does the gentleman know the character of the 
work to be done under this bill? Has the gentleman examined 
the subject, and does he know what sort of records are to be col
lected? 

1\fr. FITZGERALD. The information I bave on the subject 
is gathered very largely from the committee report on the bill. 

Mr. HAY. If the gentleman has read the report on this bill, 
he knows that ~se records are scattered over the entire 
country. 

. fr. FITZGERALD. I understand that. 
Mr. HAY. They are not like the records of the Civil War, 

which were all here, or brought here from where they were and 
copied here. These are in the different States, scattered 
throughout the whole country-, and it is impossible--

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it would be much more expen
sive on that account. 

l\Ir. HAY. Certainly it would be more expensive, and there
fore it is impo~sible to make an estimate with regard to the 
expense. 

l\fr. FITZGERALD. If it be necessary to send persons 
throughout the 13 original States, and to other places where 
there are records in public libraries and private collections, for 
the purpose of collating and copying them, the extent of the 
work, in my opinion, will be such that I doubt the advisability 
of authorizing it at this time. 

l\1r. HAY. Perhaps we can find some other way. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. It should be deferred, and for the 

present I object. 
The SPEA.KER. The gentleman from New York objects. 

GLACIER NATIONAL PARK. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous ConseJJt 
was the bill (H. R. 1679) to accept the cession by the State of 
Montana of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands embract:d 
within Glacier National Park, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: · 
Be it enacted, e-tc., That the provisions of the act of the Legislature 

of the State of Montana, approved February 17, 1911, ceding to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the territory embraced within 
the Glacier National Park, are hereby accepted, and sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction is herehy a~sumed by the United States oYer such territory, 
saving, however, to the said State the right to serve civil or criminal 
pracess within the limits of the aforesaid park in snits or prosecution 
for or on account of rights acquired, obligations incurred, or crimes 
committed in said State, but outside of said park, and saving further 
to th~ 1:1aid State the right to tax persons and corporations, their 
franchises and property, on the lands included in said park. All tlJe 
bnrn applicable to places under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction of 
the United States shall have force and effect in said park. All fugitiv<:s 
from justice taking refuge in said J,lark shall be subject ·to the same 
laws as refugees frnm justice found rn the State of Montana. _ 

SEC. 2. '.rhat said park shall constitute a part of the United States 
judicial district of Montana, and the district and circuit courts of the 
United States in and for said district shall have jurisdiction of all 
offenses committed within said boundaries. ~ 

SEC. 3. ·That if any offense shall be committed in the Glacier National 
Park, whicli offense is not prohibited or the punishment is not spe
cifically provided for by any law of the United States or by any regula
tlorr of the Secretary of the Interior, the offender shall be subject to 
the same punishment as the laws of the State of Montana in force at 
the time of the commission of the offense may provide for a like 
offense in said State; and no subsequent repeal of_ any such law of the 
State of Montana shall affect any prosecution for said offense com-
mitted within said park. - -

SEC. 4. That all hunting or the killing, wounding, or capturing at 
any time of any bird or wild animal, except dangerous animals when 
it is necessary to prevent them from destroying human lives or inflict
ing an injury, is prohibited within the limits of said park; nor shall 
any fish be taken out of the waters. of the park by means of seines, 
nets, traps, or by the use of drugs or any explosive substances or com
pounds, or in any other way than by hook and line, and then only at 
such seasons and in such times and manner as may be directed by the 
Secretary of the Interior. That the Secretary of the Interior shall 
make and publish such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary 
and proper for the management and care of the park and for the pro
tection of the property therein, especially for the preservation from 
injury or spoliation of all timber, mineral deposits other than those 
legally located prior to the passage of the act of May 11, 1910 (36 
Stats., p. 354), natural curiosities, or wonderful objects within said 
park, and for the p1•otection of the animals and birds in the park from 
capture or destruction, and to prevent their being frightened or driven 
frdm the park; and be shall make rules and regulations governing th~ 
taking of fish from the streams or lakes in the park. Possession within 
said park of the dead bodies, or any part thereof, of any wild bird or 
animal shall be prima facie evidence that the person or persons having 
the same are guilty of violating this act. Any person or persons, or 
stage or express company, or railway company, receiving for transporta
tion any of said animals, birds, or fish so killed. caught, or taken, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be fined for every such 
offense not exceeding $300. Any person found guilty of violating any 
of the provisions of this act, or any rule or regulation that may be 
promulgated by the Secretary of the Interior with reference to the 
management and care of the park, or for the protection of the property 
therein, for the preservation from injury or spoliation of timber, min
eral deposits, other than those legally located prior to the passage of 
the act of May 11, 1910 (36 Stats., p. 354), natural curiosities, or won
derful objects within said park, or for the protection of the animals. 
birds, or fish in the park, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and 
shall be subject to a fine of not more than $1,000, or imprisonment not 
exceeding two years, or both, and be adjudged to pay all costs of the 
proceedings. 

SEC. 5. That all guns. traps, teams, horses, or means of transporta
tion -of every nature or description used by any person· or persons within 
said park limits .when engaged in killing, trapping. ensnaring, or cap
turing such wild beasts, birds, or wild animals shall be forfeited to the 
United States and may be seized by the officers in said park and belrl 
pending the prosecution of any person or persons arrested under charg~ 
of violating the provisions of this act, and upon conviction under thi;; 
act of such person or persons using said guns, traps, teams, horses, or 
other means of transportation, such forfeitu_re shall be adjudicated as 
a penalty_ in addition to the other punishment provided in this act. 
Such forfeited property shall be disposed of and accounted for by and 
under the authority of the Secretary of the Interior. .. 

SEC. 6. 'l'hat any person who shall, within the said above-mentioned 
park, commit any damage, injury, or spoliation to or upon any building, 
fence, hedge, gate, guidepost, tree, wood, underwood, timber, garden, 
crops, vegetables, plants, land, springs, mineral deposits other than 
those legally located prior to the passage of the act of May 11, 1010 
(36 Stat., p. 354), natural curiosities, or other matter or thing growing 
or being thereon or situated therein, shall be ' deemed guilty of a mis
demeanor and, upon conviction thereof, shall be subject to a fine of not 
more than $100 and be adjudged to pay all costs of the proceedings. 

SEC. 7. That any United States commissioner duly appointed by lhe 
United States court for the district of Montana and residing in said dis
trict shall have power and jurisdiction to hear and act upon all com
plaints made of any and all violations of this act or of the rules and 
regulations made by the Secretary of the Interior for the government 
of the park and for the protection of the animals, birds, and fish, and 
objects of interest therein, and for other pm·poses authorized by this 
act. That any such commissioner shall have power, upon sworn com
plaint, to issue process· in the name of the United States for the arrest 
of any person charged with the violation of this act or of the rules and 
regulations made by the Secretary of the Interior, as aforesaid, or with 
any misdemeanor or other like offense the punishment provided for 
which does not exceed a fine of $100, and to try the person thus charged 
and, if found guilty, to impose the punishment and adjudge the for
feiture prescribed. In all cases of conviction an appeal shall lie from 
the judgment of any such commissioner to the United States district 
conrt for the district of Montana. The said United States district court 
shall prescribe rules of procedure and practice for said commissioner 
in the trial of cases and with reference to said appeals. 

SEC. 8. That any such commissioner shall also have power to issue 
process as hereinbefore provided for the arrest of any person charged 
with the commission within said boundaries of any criminal offense not 
covered by the provisions of section 6 of this act, to hear the evidence 
introduced, and, if be is of opinion that probable cause is shown for 
holding the person so charged for trial, shall cause such person to be 
safely.. conveyed to a secure place of confinement within the jurisdiction 
of the United States district court for the district of Montana and 
certify a transcript of the r ecord of his proceedings and the testimony 
in the case to said court, which court shall have jurisdiction of the 
case: Prni;ided, That the said conrt:nissioner shall grant bail in all cases 
bailable under the laws of the United States or of said State. 

SEC. 9. That all process issued by the commissioner shall be directed 
to the marshal of the United States for the district of l\Iontana, but 
nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to prevent the arrest 
by any officer or employee of the Government, or any person employed 
by the United States in the policing of said reservation, within said 
boundaries, without process, of any person taken in the act of violating 
the law or this act, or the regulations prescribed by said Secretary as 
aforesaid. _ 

SEC. 10. That such commissioner and the marshal of the United 
States and his deputies in the district of Montana shall be paid the 
same fees and compensation as are now provided by law for like 
services in said district. . 

SEC. 11. That all fees, · costs, and -expenses ru·ising in cases under 
this act and properly chargeable to the United States shall be certified, 
approved, and paid as are like fees, costs, and expenses in the courts 
of the United States. 

SEC. 12. That all fines and costs imposed and collected shall be de
posited by said commissioner of the United States or the marshal of the 
United ·states collecting the same with the clerk of the United States 
district court for the district of Montana. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. FOSTER l\fr: Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
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Mr. ROBINSON. lUr .. Speaker, I w'Jl make $ brief· statement 
eo11ce11nin.g the bill, ::md: will then yieTd to the· gentleman fram 
Montana [Mr. PRAY] to make a, further explanation.. of ft& pro~ 
vi iens.. 

The act 0f Ma:y l1, 1'910",. set aside a large tract of· land on 
the public. domain, CGilsisting of about 1,300 Equarie miles in 
the· State of Montana:, to be· known. as the· Glaciel!' National: Far.fi:. 

Subsequently the Legfsl'ature of"the State of Montana passed 
an. act ceding jnr.isdiction to the United Sta:tes G(n:ernment, and 
this bill is to accept the jurisdiction over the· national paxk so 
e1lea-t-ed. 

I am. in r:eceipt of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
stating that it is very desirable th.at the bill pass,. for the reason 
tliat it is necessary in order· to protect the pa::rk p1:0IJer.ty from 
depreda-tiolli! that are new bein~g committed there. 

The form of the bill was worked out by the subc.@mmti:tee 
dm:i:ng my absenQe, but it is thought that it is well and: cal'efully 
srlegnarded, and some features of it are designed to impr:ove 
the administrative charactei·· of this bill. I now yield:. to the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr: PRAY] • . 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. SpenJter., I will say, by. way of supplementing 
what has already been stated by the chairman of the Committee 
on the Public Lands [nfr. R-OBINSON]., tliat the Secrefury of the 
Interior is exceedmgly anxious to have tliis bil1 pa sed at. the 
earliest possible moment in. order that he may ha:r.e- full con
trol of this park and, be able to J)rotect the praperty of the Gov
ernment and animal life in the paci.r.. Tfie· season· is now open: 
and the Secretary is without adequate authority te· ad. Al
though the park wa·s not establiShed until the· spring of 1910, 
uver 4,000 people vi ited there during th~ season: of· t911.. It 
has 'become one of the most celebrated parks in tlie world, and 
thou and of people will view its glaciers and Iofty mountains 
during the present summer.. This w.onderful region; contain, 
over 60 glaciers, 200 monntain fakes, and eve1•y kind of fish. and 
game kn0wn in that latftutle. Tlie bill- before the. H.ouse is based' 
very" large1y upon the act of May· 27., 1 9~. for the prot-ection of 
birds and :;ullma.lB in the Yellowstone National' Paxk.. It has 
been carefully examinedi at the Depaxtment of Ju ti<!e and also 
by officials at the Interfur IDepm.·tment. The Public Lands ©om
mittee scrutinized the bill and· amended' it ih some pa-rticula:r:s. 
The amendments proposed: b both• departments wei~e substan
ftally adopted by the .commftt-ee. 

Mr. l\IANN. WUl the gentleman yield for a question? 
. lli. PRAY. Certainly .. 

Mr. l\1A.NN. Has llie· Secretary of the Interior· been. over.· this 
bii.1 and· recommended its passag.e:? 

Ur .. PRAY. The Secretary has ex<amined the· bill and the 
A:.ttorney General Jias a:lso· examiued' it, and the recommenda
tions of ootli department& have been complied with in so far 
as it seemed practical:He· to do so .. 

l\fr. RAKER. The· gentleman will find tlia.t statement· 0n 
pages· 4,. !>, and 6-of the :r:eport. 

1\Ir. 1\f.Al\'N. I have read it. I tv@uld like to know whether 
flte Secretary or the Interior· or the gentleman• fi:om ~fontana· 
tllink it is permissible to do as is-propo ed by· thi& bill in: ec
tion 4--make one penalty for the interference with the p~o
tection of property in the pa:rk-and: then fu section 6 make an 
entirely different penalty for the same act;. whetilier· the- In
terior Department and thE1 gentleman from Montanu believe 
that in the same law you· can provide· in two different sections 
different penalties fo1 .. the same act? 

Then I would like· to. further inquire. if, in the opinion. of 
the gentleman, under the- Constitution we have tile-_ power to 
provide that a man shall be tried for a felony by the coin.mis
sioner o-f the court and sentenced to the penitenfila.ry: 

1\Ir. PRAY. Has the gentle an read the i:ecommenda;tions 
of the Department of Justice covering these featm::es-.? 

1\1.r_ l\IANN. I have nead the report and· I have uead the 6ill. 
Mr. PRAY. I do· not see- anyt!hing in the· bill provitling for 

two diff-erent punishments· foi: t1le same offense. 
fr .. ROBINSON. Tlie. otl'en es refer.red: to· in section 4 and 

in- ection 6 are of a different character. That in section 6 re
lates exclu ively to damage, injury~ spoliation to or upen. any 
buiJding. fence, hedge, gate,, guidepost, and so f-ortb .. 

1\111. l\.lAl\"N. Let us-see· wlietlier that is the case. I will read 
from section 4 : 

Any per on. found guiity of violating. any of the provisions ot this 
ad or any rule or re!!'lliation that may be· promulgated by the Secre
ta1·y of the Interim· with reference to the management a.nd care of 
the park, or for the protection of tbe property therein, for the preser
vation from injury or spoliation of timber, mineral deposits, • *- • 
natural curiostties, or wondei,ful. objects within said park. or fen• the 
protection of the animals, birds, o& :fish in the. park, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor-

And so forth . Then, in section 6, it is provided : 
That any person who shall, wit11fn the said above-mentioned· park, . 

commit any damage, injury, or spoliation to or upon any . buildin~, 
fence, bedge, gate, guidepost, tree, wood, underwood, timber, garden, 

crops,. vegetables, plants, land, springs, • • • natural curiosities 
or oth-er matter or. thing growmg or being thereon· or situated therein' 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and ' upon· conviction- ' 

Both precisely le\eled against the· same act rel:ltinO' to natu· 
ral curiosities, and that is what tlie park consists· ~ainly of. 
In one place one penalty; in anothei:: Dlace another penalty for 
precisely- tlie same act. r do not know; it may be that you 
can. do· that 1;111d~r the CoD:·stitution. With my limited: Irnowledge 
of the Con:stttution, I hact supposed you could' not punish a man 
twice for the sume offense. 

11'.I'r. PRAY. Nven admitting that the contention of the gen- . 
tleman is cor.i:ect, it would b-e a very simple matter to sti:ilt-e 
out the penalty in one section and refer to the other. I do not 
think the sections ar:e the same by any means, except perhaps 
in a few . minor· respects. They relate· to many di:tferent sub
jects. If the H-ouse should' agree with the gentleman;. the 
change can be easily made. 

l\1r: 1\f.Al'ii~, L can. ex.plain very easily how it came about. 
The hill is made up of sections: taken: from the Yellowstone ac.t 
and sections from the Hot Springs act. Both the e acts attempt 
to cover the- offens~- de cribed, SO" the gentleman, in order to 
make. assm::ance doubly sm:e;. inel'nded the section. cover:ing 
the Hot Springs act and tlien. put in the same- section of the 
Yellow tone act 

Mr. PRAY. It is ba. ed on the two acts, and it wa-s reviewed 
by both depan.-tments after it was introduced: r think if t'.h-e 
gentJeman should· try to put both sections together that he 
would have to take nea'l'ly ev.erything now contained in the 
two sections in order properly to cover the ground. Of course 
there is no Gpportunity· to make a faiir compari on of the two 
sections1 wfiile the right to-object is reserved. If no objection 
is made to the consideration of the bill, both sections. can be 
examined, and if H is the judgment of the House that two 
different penalties a11e prescribed for the same offense, it will 
be a very simple matter to sb..ike 0ut one and i1etain the other. 
If any penalty in the bill does- not meet with approval of 
M.'ember•s; it can be modified: The Yellow .one Park and Hot 
Sprlngs laws have been on the statute books for many years, 
and I have heard no complu.int·s about them. This hill is ba ed 
upon those acts, and' follows tlie· recommendb.tions· of both de
purtments-of the· Gcn·ernmeut. 

Mr. MANN. It would tie Jllie two special acts to protect one 
place. One is vuni hed here· \\r:ith one offense and another there 
with· another offense, and yoll' comtline theni in one bill and at
tempt to make two offen es in the same act. 

l\Ir. SISSO.i.. . Will the gentlenian yield? 
Ur. l\IA ffi. Y~. 
l\Ir. SISSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois tliis 

question : On nag.e 7 it authorizes the commi. ioner to try cer
tain case . Is there any provi ion. here that the off.ender shall 
be tried by· a j,ury? 

Mr. M.A:J\"N. Not at all. This bill and the Yellowstone act 
authorizes the coilllll.issioner to declare a. man guilty of a. felony 
and put him in the penitentiary. r do not know that anybody 
has ever done it, and I do not kn.ow that anybody won1d go 
to the penitentiary. Of cour e, it is plainly outside of the power 
of Congre s to enact any such legislation. 

l\fr. ROBIN, ON. Mr. Speaker, referring to section 4. the 
Secretary is empowe1:ed t-0 make rules and regulations for the 
proper control of the park and: prescribe penalties for iola
tions. Section· 6 makes it Ulllawful to commit the trespas es 
and acts referred to there,.and I still U<>'gest that a careful read
ing of the sections di closes the fact that the two sections· seek 
to accomplish different purpo es. 

Mr. l\1ANN. Take a practical case.. Suppose a man goes into 
· the park, takes his ax., and commit waste ngainst one of the 
nabrral curiositi~ Eie can be punished under ection 4, can he 
not? 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. L am not sure whether he can or not. 
Mr. MANN.. It say. tllat lie can. 

. M1:. OO~SO 1. Section. 4 1iela.tes. to the ruJes and· r.egula
t10ns. It is· doubtful! wJiethe:r you can· make a crime of the vio
lation. of a rule or l'egulation of the Secretary of the Interi01· 
but ection G. makes the act it elf un1awfu1, and it is unques~ 
tionubly true tllat you- can punish for that violation. 

l\ln. 1\.1.AJl.."TN: Section 4 relates to the ·violation of the regula
tions and al~o to violating any of the provisions- of this a'Ct. 
Yon put o e penalty in one: I)ln.ce for the violation. of the pro
visions of this act, and you took it ou.t o:t the Hot Springs a.ct ; 
and then· you go over and fir another penalty in another place 
because you rook it out of the Yellowstone act. Does the gen
tleman from Arkansas be1ieve that if a man commit an act 
which is a violation of the provisions of the act and also a '\'io
lation of tJie · regulations of the Secretary o:f the Interior tlia.t 
he can be punished twice for that one act?. 

l\fr. ROBINSON. No. 
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Mr. CARLIN. You 'Could if it was not the ·same -Offense. 
Mr. MANN. You might if it · was two different jurisdictions. 
Mr. ROBINSON. You may give the Secretary of the Interior 

the power to make rules and regulations for the -control of the 
·park or the property. You may not give to the Secretary the 
1 power to make regulations to punish citizens for violation of the 
regulations. You can make the act itself a violation of the law, 
as it is done in section 6, and perhaps you can thus catch him 
" going and coming." 

Mr. MANN. Under section 4 you can put a man in the peni
tentiary for two years for violating the regulations, and under 
section 6 you can imprison him for one year for violating the 
faw under your contention. Which is the worst? It may be 
that yon can take him both ways. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON. l\Ir. Speaker, the offense under section 4 
· is defined as a misdemeanor. It may be true that the punish
ment is disproportionate to the character of the offense, but 
still I submit to the . gentleman from Illinois that that is no 
valid objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I am not going to object to the consideration of 
the bill or its passage. I asked preliminarilv whether the Sec
retary of the Interior or the Interior Department had approved 
this bill, and whether the gentleman had, because it violates the 
Constitution in a number of different particulars. 

Mr. CARLIN. l\Ir. Speaker, I demand the regular order.' 
The SPEAKER. The .gentleman from ViTginia demands the 

regular order. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. SISSON. l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, did . 

the chairman of the committee, when drafting this bill, consider 
. the proposition of vesting the commissioner with the power of 
hying a man without a jury? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes. That is done in all cases of that sort. 
An appeal is provided to the district court of the district in 
which the park is situated. That question has been gone 
through with in relation to the Hot Springs Resenation and 
the Yellowstone National Park, and I want to suggest to the 
gentleman that it is not desirable that trial by jury be bad in 
the first instance in these cases of misdemeanoT, so long as the 
right of trial by jury is preserved on appeal. It will gravely 
interfere with the administrative features of the bill to require 
a trial by jury before the commissioner. 

l\lr. SISSON. Would it not be infinitely better to invest the 
commissioner with the right to bind the man over rather than 
to give him the right to qy the man, and thus have the man 
twice placed in jeopardy, once before the commissioner a..n.d 
then again before another judge and jury1 

.Mr. ROBINSON. No; I do not think it would be better. 
l\fr. CARLIN. ~Ir. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. SISSON. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects, and. 

tbe bill will be stricken from the Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent. 

lllSTORICAL PAGEANT, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was House joint resolution 333, -to nuthorize the loan of obso
lete Springfield rifles, etc., to the .historical pageant com
mittee, Philadelphia, Pa. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
· Re3r;lved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, author

ized to loan to the historical pageant committee of Philadelphia, Pa., 
for use in the ceremonies pertaining to the celebration of the one 
hundred and twenty-1itth anniversary of the framing of the Constitu
tion of the United States, not to exceed 2,000 obsolete Springfield 
rifles, caliber .45, a.nd such number of obsolete swords or sabers as may 
be desired and are on hand and available : Provided, That prior to the 
issue of these articles the committee shall execute a good and sufficient 
bond in such sum as may be fixed by the Secretary of War, guarantee
ing the safe return of the articles to the Government arsenal from 
which origin:i.lly issued, and guaranteeing the payment of the value 'of 
all articles not returned and the cost of repairs, if any be required, to 
such articles as may be damaged : Provided further, That this issue 
shal1 be made without any expense to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Ohair hears none. The question is on the engrossment filld third 
reading of the House joint resolution. 

Tbe House joint resolution was orde:red to be engrossed and 
read a third time, was read the third time,,an.d passed. 

On motion of Mr. l\IooBE of Pennsylvania, a motion to recon
sider the vote by which the resolution was passed was laid 
on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OLYMPIA, WASH. 

The nex.t business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. G283) increasing the cost of erecting a public 
building at Olympia, Wash. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows; 
Be it enacted, eto., That ·the limit of cost heretofore fixed for the 

erection of a public building at Olympia, Wash., be, and the same is 
hereby, increased to $150,000. • 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
.Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

the original estimate was $92,700, it seems. Who has charge 
of the bill? 

Mr. W~i\.RBURTON. Mr. Speaker, I presume I ha"°e charge 
of it. It is in my district, although it is not my bill. I know. 
this, that there have been three unsuccessful attempts to let a 
contract for the construction of a building at Olympia, which 
is the State capital, and they '.have been unable to sec·ure a bid 
that would enable them to construct a :fireproof building. Never-· 
theless the contract was let to construct a building of ordinat:'y · 
stone construction, and not fireproof. The department is anx
ious that t11e building be ':fireproof. It is utterly impossible to 
construct it unless this :appropriation is made. The contract 
has been let, and I understand -the work has been b~gun on the 
baseme~t of the building. 

Mr. SISSON. The original bill provided for $30,000, did it 
non 

1\Ir. WARBURTON. One hundred and twenty thousand dol
lars, and this proposes to increase the amount $30,000. 

Mr. SISSON. The original estimate was $110,000? 
Mr. WARBURTON. I think that included the ground. I 

think the amount available was $100,000. 
Mr. SISSON. And they are asking, then, for $50,000 more? 
Mr. WARBURTON. No. 
Mr. SISSON. The report -shows that only $30,000 more is 
~~ . 

l\fr. WARBURTON. The contract is 1et for $92,700. The 
balance of it, I presume, was taken ' in the purchase of the 
land. That is all that is avaTiable,. .and in orqer to make it 
fireproof and complete it, they will have tO' have $30,000 more, 
they tell me, which will make the building cost $122,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What ·excuse is given for letting a con
tract for a building that is inadequate for the public service? 

Mr. WARBURTON. It will not be inadequate for the public 
serVice, but it will be an ordinary construction of stone and 
timber. 

Mr. FIT.ZGERALD. How large a place is Olympia? 
Mr. WARBURTON. It is the capital of the State of Wash

ington, and nns be.tween eight and ten thousand peo~le. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. And they are uot able to construct an 

.adequate building there for $100,000? 
Mr. WARBURTON. I have been before the architects my

self, and there have been three unsuccessful attempts to get 
bids to ~onstruct the building. · 

Mr. SISSON. And the population -0f the place is from eight 
to ten thuusand? 

Mr. WARBURTON. Yes. 
Mr. SISSON. And $150,000 is wanted for a public building 

in a town of that size? 
Mr. Vt'" ARBUR'l'ON. .It is the capital of the State. 
Mr. SISSON. J:D'ven if it is the capital of the State, why 

should they get $150,000 for a public building for :a place of 
10;000 ;people? 

Mr. WARBURTON. .The post office evidently is not planned 
for anything largeT than the needs of the city. · 

Mr. SULZER. .1\Ir. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi' 
is in error when he says the total amount required for this 
building is $1W,OOO. .As r understand it, the amount will be 
$132,000. 

Mr. SISSOX That .is my understanding; but the bill pro
vides $150,000. 

Mr. SULZER. Then the bill is wrong. 
Mr. SISSON. There ·are $92,700, and that would mak~ 

$132,000. I think fifty or sixty thousand dollars would be 
ample to construct a building in a town of that kind. 

Mr. WARBURTON~ The contract is all·eady let, and the 
building will be constructed, but it will not be :fireproof. It 
ought to be fireproof. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker., l shall ·have to object. 
The SPEAKER .. The gentleman from Mississippi objects, 

and the bill will be stricken from the Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent. 

Mr. SULZER. I suggest to my friend to let this bill go over 
until Mr. CLARK of Florida can be here. It is his bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has exercised 
his right to object, and the Clerk will rep()rt the next bill 

FOURTH INTER.NATIONAL CONGRESS ON SCHOOL HYGIENE. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was H. J. Res. 327, requesting the President of the United 
States to direct the Secretary of State to .. issue invitations to 
foreign Govern.men.ts to parfieipate in the Fourth Jnternational 
Congress on School Hygiene. 

·The bill was ·read. 
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~; Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object-
~ Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object-I defer to my 

? 

distinguished colleague on medical matters. 
1 Mr. FOSTER. I want to call attention to this voluminous 
and enJjgbteniag report. 

l\lr. MANN. That attracted my attention, I will say to the 
gentleman. 

. Mr. FOSTER. And I want to congratulate the committee or 
.whoever wrote this report on the information that it gives to 

· the House, so that the Members might act intelligently on the 
bill. I think in Yiew of tills we ought to have possibly some 

, information which inadvertently was left out, and that is in 
' regard to the amotmt that would be expected should be appro-
1 priated and some little history of this organization that is to 
meet here at the time mentioned. 

Mr. SULZER. 1\Ir. Speaker, this bill was introduced by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL] and re
ported without objection from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

, It carries no appropriation. l\lr. DRISCOLL informed the com
, mittee that no appropriation would be necessary, and that no 
' appropriation will be asked for either now or in the future, and 
' on that representation the committee reported the bill. The 
bill simply directs the President to request the Secretary of 

'. State to invite the people who are interested in school hygiene 
to participate in this assemblage. These assemblages regarding 

! school hygiene have been held for a number of years in dif
\ ferent places, and it is a very important matter, not only to th(~ 
children, but to our school system, and of vital importance to 
the people of our country. 

l\lr. MA.1"\fN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
~ l\lr. SULZER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is ·the gentleman aware that under the provi
sion inserted in the recent District of Columbia appropriation 
Jaw if we should issue these invitations to foreign Governments 
to participate in this Congress they might come, but that our 
own Go,·ernment and its officials could not participate in that 
Congress? 

l\lr. SULZER. I am not aware of it. 
Mr. FOSTER. They might go and pay their own expenses. 
l\fr. l\IANN. Why, the gentleman, my colleague, just intro-

c'tuced a resolution to permit the officials of the Government to 
participate in a congress of hygiene and demography, because 
it was claimed by Government officials that under the recent. 
District of Columbia appropriation law they were not author
ized now to accept and participate in these expositions. 

l\lr. SuLZEil. This is an entirely different matter-
Mr. MANN. That is precisely the same question. 
l\Ir. SULZER. This has nothing to do with the Government 

malting an exhibition-
Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. 
l\lr. SDLZIJ1R (continuing). This assemblage will meet and 

discuss things about school children and good for the schools 
from a sanltary and hygienic point of view. 'l'he resolution 
should p~ss. 

Mr. l\IANN. I suppose we would not want to issue invitations 
to have foreign nations come to an international congress here 
where the United States Government was not represented, where 
nobody could participate in it, for the reason that the resolu
tion in that respect does not meet the present exigency, prob
ably because the author of it, like most others, is not familiar 
with this little item inserted in the District appropriation bill. 
I am going to object when the time comes. 

Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL. I would like to state the citi
zens of Buffalo, by public subscription~ will care for the people 
invited to this congress. 

l\fr. MANN. Well, I should doubt that. I do not doubt the 
gentleman believes it and the citizens state it, but I have heard 
that statement a great many -times. There is ho provision in 
the legislation upon that subject. I believe when we invite 
foreign Governments to participate in an international exposi
tion or anything of the kind held within our boundaries we 
ought to be courteous enough to spend a . little money to be 
properly represented there ourselves; but under existing law we 
should not be represented. 

Mr. DANIEii A. DRISCOLL. I would like to ask the gentle
man from Illinois, providing this amendment was passed, would 

- he object, provided that no appropriation shall be granted at 
any time hereafter in connection with said congress? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I will say to the gentleman frankly, I am 
not in favor of inviting foreign Governments to an international 
exposition or a meeting of any kind without our Government 
can be represented. 

Mr. DA.NIEL A. DRISCOLL. Would the gentl~man be op
posed to an appropriation t0-:-care far our representatives? 

Mr. MANN. Well, probably ~ot, but I do not desire to put 
myself on record for that. I never make promises in advance. 

Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL. I -thank you. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will "ha-,re to object unless the 

gentleman asks that it go over so as to permit them to properly 
prepare the resolution. 

Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL. l\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the joint resolution be passed for the present 
without prejudice . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

EXTE-"'SION OF REMARKS. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks on the bill H. R. 19544. 
The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
Mr. RODDENBER.Y. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 

object, what is the bill? 
Mr. SABATH. The Kindred bill. 
Mr. RODDENBErtY. The immigration bill? 
Mr. SABATH. Well, it is not au immigration bill, althougll 

it comes from the Immigration Committee. 
Mr. RODDENBERY. This is a bill which was objected to 

by l\Ir. BARTHOLDT, of Missouri? 
Mr. SA.BATH. Some one objected. 
l\Ir. RODDE:NBERY. To prohibit insane aliens from being 

received in New York, except under restrictions? 
Mr. SABA.TH. Amending that act, yes, which prohibits the 

bringing in of the insane. . 
l\1r. RODDEl\TBERY. I am very indisposed, Mr. Speaker, to 

object to the gentleman's request, but inasmuch as the House 
declined to permit debate on it and the extension of remarks by 
other gentlemen on the same subject were objected to, I must 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDEN-· 
nF..BY J objects. 

l\lr. SISSON. l\fr. Speaker, I ask to insert in the RECORD 
the following article by J. B. Barnhill, editor of the American 
Anti-Socialist, of Washington, D. C. : 

With his usual adroitness, Hon. VICTOR r,. BERGER, the Socialist 
member of the House of Representatives, in his recent speech in the 
House on socialism carefully avoided the fundamental principles of 
that doctrine. 

I desire to direct the attention of the public to the fact that social
ism seeks to destroy three things-private enterprise, private profits, 
and private property-and when you destroy these three you destroy 
competition. 

Socialism seeks to <:"onvert private enterprise into community enter
prise, private profits into community profits, and private property into 
community property. This is the fundamental teaching of socialism, 
and if Mr. BERGER really believes in the doi:trine of socialism why 
did he not in some part of his speech, which we are told he intends 
t~> circulate by the million during the coming campaign, discuss the 
fundamental principles upon which socialism is founded? 

The universal experience of mankind is that private enterprise, 
private profits, .and private property are the indispensable bases of an 
advancing civilization; but socialism condemns these three factors .of 
progress. 

On numerous other occasions Mr. BERGER bas pronounced sentence 
of death upon the principle of competition. It appears to be an ir· 
reparable calamity that l\lr. BERGER was not present at the creation. 
for he could probably have saved the CreatoL' from the mistake of 
building the world on a competitive plan. "Competition is dead," says 
Dr. BERGER. Something contradicts thee--! am afraid it is nature. 

:;:ndividual profit is a thing which socialism will not countenance. 
Yet it is the desire for profits, the hope of this ·reward, which awakens 
all private and commercial enterprise. It is certain that if you take 
away the hope of individual reward for individual exertion you will 
destroy individual exertion. In other words, profit is the mainspring 
of all industrial activity. 

Lastly socialism attacks private property. Here it arrays against 
itself all the strongest and tenderest affections of the human heart. 
Such a plan would destroy the home, which is the unit of government. 
The prophet and patriot alike unite in saying that the noblest dream 
of man is of a time when each may sit " under his own vine and his 
own fig tt-ee and none dur t make him afraid." 

Arthm Young was well inspired when he said: "Give a man the 
secure possession of a rock and he will turn it into a garden." But 
Young did not tell the whole truth. All experience proves that the 
surest way to turn a garden into a desert is to ma ke possession insecure, 
to substitute community interest for private interest, community prop
erty for private property, community profits for private profits, com
munity enterprise for private enterprise. 

Socialism bas over and over again taken some of the finest garden 
spots in the world and turned them into deserts. Ruskin Colony in 
Tennessee New Australia in Paraguay, Topolobampo, and a score of 
other such pathetic failures 'will occur to every student of this ubject. 

But the greatest and•most instructive of such failures was at New 
Harmony Ind. Here Robert Owen, father of ex-Congressman Robert 
Dale Ow~n, sank a princely fortune amounting to ~n annual inc_ome of 
$200,000 in a vain effort to _supplai;it the co'?petitlve system w1.~h the 
11 cooperative commonwealth. ' Dyrng penmlcss be left a pnceless 
legacy in the record of that great social experiment at New. Harmony. 
which teaches us that the doctrine that you can found a society where 
competition does not exist iR a delusion, and that the et:l'ort to realize 
such a society must necessarily result in failure. 

Individualism makes the desert blossom as the rose. Socialism would 
turn every garden into a desert. 

Hon. A. J. Balfour, late Prime Minister of England, recentlr said: 
11 I say that a comm•Jnity based upon the perfectly impossible scheme 

proposed by the socialists-the scheme, I mean, which substitutes, for 
the individual enterprise, energ~ and self-sacrifice, which are the very 
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roots of industrial prosperity, the bureaucratic arrangement of every 
man's life and every man's industry and every man's earnings-I say 
that that ideal is one which not only will bring disaster upon the 
existing generation, but which will absolutely min, as I think, the 
whole future of the community. 

* • • • * • * 
" It is upon the productive capacity, the inventiveness, the enterp~ise, 

the knowledge, the readiness to run risks, and to bear the result of risks 
when they go wrong; it is on this that a great community depends, and 
on this alone for the wealth it can use." · 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, ·I make a request for 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. AKIN] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. l\fANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 

makes the same request. 
Mr. BURLESON. And, Mr. Speaker, I make the same re

quest. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] 

makes the same request. Is there objection? 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FOSTER] 

makes the same request. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER} 

make the same request. 
1\fr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] 

makes the same request. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 

makes the same request. 
l'ifr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I make the same 

request. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make the same 

request. 
Mr. WARBURTON. I make the same request, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. EV ANS. Mr. Speaker, I make the same requ€st. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I make the same request, l\Ir. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Srn

MONsT makes the same request. 
1\fr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
Tbe SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [l\Ir. RAKER] 

makes the same request. 
Mr. TALCOTT of New York. And I, too, Mr. Speaker, make 

the snme request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TAL

COTT] makes the same request. All these gentlemen-Mr. AKIN 
of New York, Mr. MANN, Mr. BURLESON, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. SUL
ZER, Mr. RAINEY, Mr. CANNON, Mr. MooRE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
HARRISON of New York, Mr. WARBURTON, l\Ir. EVANS, Mr. HAW
LEY, Mr. PRAY, l\Ir. SIMMONS, Mr. RAKER, and Mr. TALCOTT
ask unanimous consent to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

l\Ir. ADAMSON. I ask nruinimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 
let eyerybody speak. 

Mr. MANN. After these requests are granted, I shall call 
4or the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requests? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speakert I renew my request for unani

mous consent along with the other gentlemen. 
The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

SABATH] asks unanimous consent to exte~d his remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. ADAMSON. l\fr. Speaker, I think after this large num
ber of gentlemen have been granted permission to extend their 
remarks in the RECORD that right should be extended to every
body. I think there should be universal amnesty. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman put that request seri
ously? 

Mr. ADAMSON. No. It is a joke, and the Speaker can so 
label it, if he desires. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [l\fr. S.AnATH]. 

There was no objection. 
The MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the next bill. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRY ON FORl\iE& FORT NIOBRARA MILITARY RESERVA
TION LANDS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was- the 'bill (H. R. 25764) fo subject lands of Fort Niobrara 
Military Reservation and other lands to homestead entry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the unreserved lands within the former Fort 

Niob.rara Military Reservation, in the State of Nebmska, and the ad
jacent public lands on the east and south thereof Withdrawn from entry 
by Executive order J"une 22, 1904, except as hereinafter expressly pro
vided, shall be subject to homestead entry at such time and in such 
manner and under such ruJes and regulations as the ecretary of the 
Interior may prescribe, _as follows : All that portion lying north and 
west of .the Niobrara River, together with that part of the southeast 
quarter of section 22, the southwest quarter of section 23, the ..west 
half of section 26, and all of section 27, in township 34 north, range 
27 west, lying south and east of the said Niobrara Uiver, shall be ap
praised under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, entered 
and patented under the general provisions of the h-0mestead laws, sub
ject to the payment of the appraised price to be made in three annual 
payments as prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior ; and all the 
remaining portion of said lands lying south and east of the said Nio
brara River shall be entered and patented under the provisions o:I' the 
one-section homestead law for a certain part of Nebraska, approved 
April 28, 1904, and acts amendatory thereof : Pro1:i<led, That lands open 
to entry under this act shall not be subject to disposition under sec
tion 2306 of the Revised Statutes of the United States or other form of 
scrip or lieu selection, nor shall homestead entries made thereof be 
subject to commutation. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary o:I' the Intedor· shall, of such military 
lands, lease to the State of Nebraska for the term of 20 years, for a 
reasonable price, the lands it now occupies as a State agriculhu·al 
experimental station, and shall cause patent to issue to the city _of 
Valentine, upon payment of the appraised price, for such area as it may 
reasonably need for waterworks, water poweri' and electric-light plant 
system, and for a fish hatchery, including the ands it now occupies for 
such purposes, and shall issue patent to Stephen H. Gilman, upon pay
ment of the appraised price, to not exceed 5 acres adjacent to his mill· 
dam, and shall cause patent to issue to Charles H. Cornell, upon pay
ment o:I' the appraised price, not to exceed 68 acres. 

SEC. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior is he~by directed to re
serve from entry under this act a tract of land, not exceeding 640 
acres in area, up011 which the buildings used in connection with said 
military reservation are located, and to sell the lands so reserved and 
the buildings thereon at public auction at not less• than their apprru ed 
value within one year from the date of the approval of this act if the 
Government shall not have appropriated the same to some public 
purpose : Pro-vided, That the disposition of the said military reserva
tion lands .shall be subject to rights, if any, acquired by Charles H. 
Cornell and by the city of Valentine, when a village, by any acts of 
Congress: Provided further·, That all lands so opened to settlement 
under this act, remaining undisposed of at the expiration of three 
years from the date of its approval, shall be sold and disposed of under 
rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
not more than 640 acres to any one purchaser. 

SEC. 4. That the costs of carrying out the provisions of this act, 
including the necessary compensation of the custodian, not exceeding 
$60 per month, may, in the discretion of the Secretary o:I' the Interior, 
be paid from the appropriations for the expense of the survey, ap
praisal, and sale of abandoned military reservations. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 

reserves the right to object. 
Mr. MANN. No; I do not object. I have an amendment to 

offer. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROBIN
SON] asks unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 2; line 24, by striking out the word " lease" and insert

ing in lieu thereof the words "issue patent" 

Mr. CAN~ ON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle
man a question. Does this include the whole of the reservation? 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. This provides for the disposition of the 
re8ervation. 

Ifir. CANNON. All of it? 
l\Ir. ROBINSON. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 2, line 25, by striking out the words " for the term of 

20 years, for a reasonable price." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read ·as follows: 
Amend, page 3, ilne 1, by inserting at the beginning of the line the 

word "for." 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
· The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next committee 
amendment. 

The CJ erk read us follows: 
Amend, page 3, line 2, after the word "station," by inserting the 

follQwing: "upon payment of $1.25 an acre." · 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 3, line 23, by sh·iking out at the end of the line the 

word "and" and inserting in lieu thereof the word "or." 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Air. M.Ai'IN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 

Nebraska [Mr. KINKAID] that there may be some doubt whether 
Mr. Gilman has a middle initial "H" or "F," because line 8, 
page 3, says "Stephen H. Gilman." Which is it? 

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. It is "Stephen F ." 
Mr. MANN. Then, it should be amended on page 3, line 8, 

so as to make it read that way. 
Mr. ROBINSQ...~. 1\fr. Speaker, I move to amend by striking 

out "H" in line 8, page 3, and inserting "F ", so that it will 
read "Stephen F. Gilman" instead of" Stephen H. Gilman." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] . 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Strike out the initial " H " in the name " Stephen H. Gilman " and 

insert in lieu thereof the initial "F." 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment is 

agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. l\1ANN. l\Ir. Speaker, I offer an amendment, which I send 

to the Clerk's desk, to be inserted at the end of line 22, page 2. 
The SPEAKER. 'rhe Clerk will report the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 2, at the end of · line 22, by inserting the following: 

"Pr oi;ided further, That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized, in 
his discretion, to reserve from sale or disposition any lands chiefly 
valuable for power purposes." 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. l\Ir. Speaker, the committee considered that 
amendment and de~idcd that it is unneces ary. · Under the law 
that power now exists, and while I do not know of any objec
tion to the ~mendment, it is merely reenacting existing law. 
That is the view that the Secretary af the Interior takes of the 
matter himself. On page 3 of the report is contained a com
munication addressed to myself, in which the Secretary used 
this language: 

In view of the department, II. R. 25764 would not, if enacted, pre
clude the withdrawal by the !'resident of the United States, under 
authority contained 1Il act of Congress approved June 25, 1910 (36 
Stat., 847), of such tracts as may be found to be valuable for water
powet· sites, hut if any doubt as to the authority for •such withdrawal 
exi::;ts the bill should be amended by adding to section 3 thereof the 
following-

He then suggests an amendment in the exact language offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [.Mr. l\fANN]. 

Chapter 421 of Statutes at Large, page 847, volume 36, reads 
as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President may at any time, in his dis· 
cretion, temporarily withdraw from settlement, location, sale, or entry 
any of the public lands of the United States, including the District of 
Alaska, and re erve the same for water-power sites, irrigation, classi
fication of lands, or other public purposes, to be specified in -the orders 
of withdraw-al; and such withdrawals or reservations shall remain 
in force until revoked by him or by an act of Congress. 

The committee did not include the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Illinois, for the reason that it is already" 
the law. · · · • 

Mr. MANN. 1\fr. Speaker, there may be and .probably is some 
doubt whether the existing law would permit the Secretary to 
reserve water-power sites. He · believes that he has that au
thority, but has also stated that he does not feel" certain of the 
matter. ·' 

I doubt very much whether under the law the Secretary has 
that authority, because he has not as yet reserved these water
power sites, and t.J.:µs bill, which would become a subsequent law, 
e,xpres_sly provides that all the l;lllI'eserved lands within the 
former reservation shall be disposed of in the manner provided 
in the bill. Being subsequent legislation, it would take effect 
when it was passed as to all unreserved lands. I do not be
lieve that the Secretary would have the power· after the passage 

of this bill to make any reservations. As the gentleman from 
Arkansas [l\lr. ROBINSON] and other gentlemen contend that the 
Secretary now has the power, and as some of us belie>e that 
he does not now have the power, why can anybody object to a 
provision being inserted in the bill making it clear that the Sec
retary has the power of reserving the water-power sites? 

l\lr. ROBINSON. Mr. S11eaker, I have said that · as far as I 
am concerned I do not object, but I do not like to_ pass needless 
legislation when I am convinced that it is unnecessary. Here
after it may be insisted that we intended to repeal some pro
vision of existing law with reference to the power of the Presi
dent to withdraw power sites, and so forth, for the reason that 
we did not embrace every provision of existing law concerning 
withdrawals. But unless the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
KINKAID] wishes to raise an , objection, for my part I shall not 
object to the amendment, although I do not think the gentleman 
from Illinois should insist upon it for the reasons stated. I am 
perfectly willing that the gentleman should make his mark upon 
this bEl if be insi ts upon doing so. 

Mr. MANN. I have stated all the time that I should insist 
on the amendment. 

l\Ir. KI:i\'KAID of Nebraska. I have ne>er had any objection 
to the amendment. It is a matter for' the disposition of the 
committee. I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to . the amend
ment. 
· The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Ur. KINKAID of Nebraska, a motion to reconsider 
tbe last vote was laid on the table. 

FORT ASSINIBOINE MILITARY RESERVATION, MONT. 
l\fr. ROBINSON. l\Ir. Speaker, · I ask unanimous consent to 

recur to the bill (S. 5817) granting to the county of Hill, in the 
State of Montana, the jail building and fixtures now upon the 
abandoned Fort Assinil:)oine Military Reservation in the State of 
Montana, It was passed temporarily. I am informed that the 
author of the bill (Mr. PRAY) has reluctantly agreed to offer 
some amendments which will not be objectionable to me. I do 
object, however, to writing a mere nominal consideration into 
the bill. I shall insist that there be a consideration; th•t the 
Secretary be authorized to sell upon terms that may be fixed 
by him. I yield to the gentleman from l\Iontana for the purpose 
of offering his amendments. 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Speaker, in order that this pill may receive 
consideration, I ha-.e reluctantly consented to offer these amend
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks leave 
to recur to Senate bill 5817. Is there objection? 

l\Ir. l\1A..:..~N. Reserving the right to object, let us hear what 
me proposition is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 
The Clerk read the amendments, as follows: · 
In line 3. page 1, strike out tbc word "that" and insert the words 

H that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
sell." 

In lines 5 and 6, page 1, strike out the words " be, and the same are 
hereby, granted." 

In line G, page 1, after the word. " Montana," insert : " at a pric 
to be agreed upon by the Secretary of the Interior and the board. of 
county commissioners of said county." 

In line 1, page 2, after the word " after," strike out the words 
" the passage of this act " and insert the words " such sale has been 
consummated." 

Mr. MANN. I suggest that the Clerk read the bill as pro
posed to be amended. 

Mr. PRAY. I send up the bill with the proposed amendments 
inserted. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois sugge ts that 
fhis bill be read as it will read if these amendments are 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be and he is 

hereby authorized to . sell the jail building and the fixtures of said 
building now situate on the abandoned Fort Assiniboine Military Res
ervation, in the State of Montana, to the county of Hill, in the State 
of Montana, at · a price to be agreed upon by the Secretary and the 
board of county commissioners of said county, and said county, . by 1 

its duly authorized officials, shall have the right to enter upon the said 
abandoned Fort Assiniboine Military Reservation at any time after 
such sale has been consummated and remove said buildings and such 
fixtures. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of tlle gen~ 
tleman from Arkansas to recur to this bill? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I move the adoption en bloc of the amend~ 

ments as r ead by the Clerk. -

. 
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The SPEAKER. You have not yet obtained unanimous con

sent to consider the bill. You have simply obtained consent to 
return to it. 

l\fr. ROBINSON. Very well 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
l\Ir. ROBINSON. Now I ask unanimous consent that the bill 

be considered ift the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani

.anous consent to consider this bill in t):le House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. ROBINSON . . I ask unanimous consent, l\Ir. Speaker, that 

the amendments be agreed to en bloc. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 

read the third time, ·and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read : "An act authorizing the 

Secretary of the Interior to sell to the county of Hill, in the 
State of .Montana, the jail · building and :fixtures now on the 
abandoned Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation, in the State 
of Montana." 

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON SCHOOL HYGIENE. 

Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to return to House joint resolution 327. 

l\Ir . .MA~"'N. That has just been objected to, and I shall with
draw my objection if the gentleman offers his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-. 
mous consent to return to House joint resolution 327. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the joint resolution. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the House joint resolution, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J". Res. 327) requesting the President of the United 
States to direct the Secretary of State to issue invitations to foreign 
Governments to participate in the Fourth International Congress on 
School Hygiene. 
Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby 

requested to direct the Secretary of State to issue invitations to foreign 
Governments to participate in the Fourth International Congress on 
School Hygiene, to be -held in Buffalo, N. Y., .August 25-30, 1913. 

Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the follow-
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Insert at the end of the resolution the following: 
"Provided, That no appropriation shall be granted at any time here

after in connection with said congress." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The amended joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 

read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of .Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL, a motion to reconsider 

the vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on 
the table. 

SUBW .A. Y UNDER POST OFFICE, NEW YORK CI'IT. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. 7012) to permit the construction of a sub
way and the maintenance of a railroad under the post-office 
building at or near Park Place, in the city of New York. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta"J:y of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized, in the name and on behalf of the United States of 
America, to grant, convey. and release unto the city of New Yo-rk, in 
the State of New York, for such consideration, nominal or otherwise, 
and upon such terms, conditions, provisos, and limitations, if any, as 
he" shall deem proper, such temporary rights and easements and such 
permanent and perpetual und~rground rights, easements, and rights of 
way in, under, through, and across the property of the United States 
situated in the Borough of Manhattan, in the city of New York, in the 
county and State of New York, and comprising the block bounded by 
Broadway, Park Row, and Mail Street, and also comprising part of 
Mail Street, as he shall deem necessary or proper for the construction 
and for the maintenance and operation in perpetuity of a two-track 
underground rapid-transit railroad running under, through, and acrosR 
said property from Park Place to Beekman Street in said Bor<>ugh of 
Manhattan, and also, if he shall deem proper, for the construction and 
for the maintenance and operation in perpetuity of a one-t1·ack spur 
or connection running under, through, and across said property from a 
point under Mail Sh·eet where a connection can be made with the ex
jsting City Hall loop of the so-called Manhattan-Bronx Rapid Transit 
Railroad to a point under Beekman Street where a connection can be 
made with the said two-track rapid-tran it railroad above mentioned. 
The tracks of said rapid-transit railroad and of said spur or connection 
within the limits of said property shall be placed in subway or tunnel. 
'.rhe tracks of said two-track rapid-transit railroad within the limits of 
said property may either be placed in the same subway or tunnel or 
there may be a separate subway or tunnel for each track. In case the 
tracks shall be placed in the same subway or tunnel, such subway or 
tunnel may have a width of not exceeding 40 feet, outside dimensione; 
and in case there shall be a separate :rnbway. or tun.nel ,for each track, 
such subways or tunnels shall be substantially paTallel with -each other 
and on substantially the saJJle level, and each of said subways ·or tun-

nels may have a width of not exceeding 25 feet, outside dimensions. 
and such subways or tunnels may be placed not more than 20 feet dis
tant from each other. The top of the roof of such subways or tunnels 
of said two-track rapid-transit railroad within the limits of said prop
erty shall be not less than 35 feet below the p1:esent established grade 
of the surface of the street at the intersection of the center line of 
Broadway wlth the center line of Park Place extended. The subway 
or tunnel for the said one-track spur or connection above described 
within the limits of said property may have a width of not exceeding 
25 feet, outside dimensions, and the top of the roof thereof shall be 
not less than 15 feet below the present established grade of the surface 
of the street at the intersection of the center line of Broadway with 
the center line of Park Place extended. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is hereby, 
authorized to execute and acknowledge in proper form for record within 
the State and county of New York, and deliver to the puplic service 
commission for the first district of the State of New York, a deed or 
deeds to said city of New York as authorized in this act. 

SEC. 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force immediately. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I want to say that 

this provides that it shall take effect and be in force imme
diately. It should -have provided immediately, if not sooner. 
I would like to ask the gentleman in reference to this bill 
whether the post-office building in New York City is occupied 
for any other purpose? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. It is occupied by the Federal courts. 
l\Ir. SULZER. And the United States marshal and district 

attorney. 
l\fr. MANN. Are there any offices in it except the post office, 

the courts, and the offices attached to the courts? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. All the united States offices. 
.Mr. SULZER. Oh, no. 
l\Ir. l\IA.l"\N. What does the gentleman mean by " all the 

United States offi~es "? 
.Mr. UNDERHILL. The immigration office, and so forth. 
Mr. MANN. Customhouse? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. No. 
l\fr. l\IANN. I wanted to find out what was there. 
l\Ir. SULZER. I can tell the gentleman. 
Mr. 1\1.ANN. I did not ask the gentleman from New York, Mr. 

SULZER. 
l\Ir. SULZER. I thought the gentleman from Illinois wanted 

information. 
Mr . .MANN. That is the reason I asked the other gentleman 

from New York. 
The SPEAK.ER. Is there objection? 
l\fr. l\IANN. I was going to ask the gentleman whether this 

authority, if granted at all, ought not to be granted on the rec
ommendation of the Postmaster General, whether or not he 
ought to have the power to d~termine in reference to the plans 
if the building is mainly occupied for a post office? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The bill is simply permissive, anyway, 
and it is placed in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

l\fr. MAl'rn". The gentleman thinks it is merely permissive. 
Would he have any objection to making it clearly so by insert
ing after the word "authorized" the words "in his discre
tion"? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I do .not think that would make any 
difference. I think that is fully covered in the text of the bill. 
It would delay its passage perhaps. · 

l\fr. MANN. If the gentleman will agree to accept that 
amendment so that it will be within the discretion of the Sec
retary of the Treasury, I shall not object. 

l\lr. UNDERHILL. I will accept it. 
Mr. l\IANN. Is that satisfactory to my friend from New 

York, Mr. SULZER? 
Mr. SULZER. This bill was introduced in the Senate by Sen

ator O'GoRMAN for the public service commission of New York. 
It passed the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. l\IAl"'\fN. That does not add any weight to it. 
l\Ir. SULZER. Just a moment. There is no objection to this 

bill. The Secretary of the Treasury approves of the bill. The 
authorities are building a great subway in New York City and 
it is being held up until this bill can become a law. As a matter 
of fact, the city of New York gave the Government the prop
erty on which the post-office building is located. It is a part 
of the City Hall Park. The city gave it to the ·Government for 
a post office. The Government built the post office on the prop
erty a good many years ago, and the deed to the Government 
provided that when the property is no longer used foi· a post 
office it shall go back to the city of New York as a part of the 
City Hall Park .. 
. Another matter. It is contemplated to build a new post office 
ere long in New York City, 'and so this land will soon go back 
to the city of New York . . All the city wants is the permission 
of the Government to build a . subway down 100 feet below the 
surface of the street, and, of course, there ought to be no ob
j ection to it. The work: is being delayed and contracts are be-
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ing lield up until the Government gives its consent. The Gov- an amendment as follows : In the matter inserted by the Sen:ate 
ernment is a.Iixious to have the work proceed, and if we accept strik~ out the words _" $500,000, or so much thereof as may be 
the amendment -offered by the gentleman from illinois the bill necessary, to be immediately available"; and the Senate agree 
will have to go back to the Senate, and· that may delay it until · to the same. 
next year. The compensation that the city is to pay to the That the House recede from its disagreement to the runend
Federal Government is merely nominal. · ments of the Senate numbered 6, 7, 8, and 12, and .agree to the 

Mr . . l\1ANN. This is of great value to the city of New York? same. 
Mr. SULZER. Yes. It is the greatest engineering work that The conferees further report that they are unable to agree n.s 

has ever been done in the city. to amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, and ~ 
l\Ir. MANN. Have they got permission to run under anybody WM. P. BORLAND, 

else's property in New York without compensation? : JAMES w. Goon, 
l\Ir. SULZER. Yes; unless great damage is done. Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. MANN. I guess not. P, J. l\IcCmrn:EB, 
Mr. SULZER. Then the gentleman guesses different from , HENBY ]). BURNHAM, 

the court of appeals. 
l\Ir. MANN. Is this the only place, under this post office, Managers ~~~;e ~:.~~Senate. 

where they can construct this subway? 
l\1r. SULZER. Yes. It is the route fixed- by law. The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
Mr. MAJ\TN. If this is the only place where they .can make 

the turn they had better enlarge the city. Nobody believes that 
story. 

l\fr. SULZER. This work is provided for by the legislature 
of the State. 

l\1r. MANN. That is all very true, but the gentleman can 
not make us believe that in New York City it is absolutely 
essential to go under one building, which the city does not own 
and does not control; that it is the only building in the city 
that the State itself can not control and that they made plans 
to that effect. If they have they had better get wiser men in 
charge of the plans. 1 

Mr. SULZER. The work is being done by the city authorities 
and the public seCTice commission. The legislature provided 
for it, and the routes are fixed by law and contract and can 
not now be changed. 

l\fr. :MANN. Dh, I apprehend the routes are not all fixed 
by law, so that they can not be changed. 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; they are. 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman has that information, I would 

JJ.1rn to see the law, and, pending that, I suggest that the gen
tleman ask unanimous consent to pass the bill over without 
prejudice, so that we may have an opportunity to look into the 
matter. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I shall accept the amend
ment. 

1\fr. SULZER. The gentleman from Illinois wants to delay 
the greatest piece of construction work in the country. 

Mr . .l\IANN. Oh, no; the gentleman wants to prevent a holdup. 
lUr. SULZER. If the gentleman wants to gratify himself by 

doing that, very well. I was trying to give the gentleman in
formation about it, but the gentleman knows so much about 
everything in New York that no one can enlighten him. 

'Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent to pass the bill over · without prejudice. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

STATEMENT. 

The amendments of the Senate, ·Nos. 1, 6, 7, 8, and 12, to 
which the House recedes from its disagreements are as follows: 

Amendment No. 1 adds $12,500,000 to the appropriation. This 
amendment was made necessary by the enactment of the law 
known as the . act of l\Iay 11, 1912, which became a law after 
the passage of the bill in the House which increased the amount 
paid for pensions. 

Amendment No. 6 is an amendment striking out the word 
"hereafter" and inserting in lieu thereof "not later than 
January 1, 1913," at which time pensions should be paid by 
check instead of by the present voucher system. 

Amendment No. 7 is an exception ma.de in the matter of pay
ment by check in cases where pensions are paid to persons 
o.ther than the pensioners, and is upon the recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Amendment No. 8 provides for the conduct of postmasters and 
post-office employees in the matter of delivering pension checks 
going through their hands and which are to be sent in adver
tised envelopes. It is practically the same provision as was con
~t.ained in the bill as it was reported to the House but which 
was stricken out on the floor of the House on. a point of order. 

Amendment No. 12 is simply changing the number of a section 
from 6 to 5. 

Amendments Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, and 11, on which the con
ferees have been unable to agree, are amendments inserted by 
the Senate restoring to the bill a provision for the continuance 
of the 18 agencies and rent of the New Yol'k agency, as provided 
for in existing law. 

WM. P. BORLA.ND, 
JAMES W. Goon, 

Managers on the part of the Ho11,se. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer
ence report. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re
cede from its di agreement to amendment of the Senate num-

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. bered 2 and agree to the same with the following amendment, 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

to take from the Speaker's table the conference report on the The Clerk read as follows : 
bill H. R. 18985, the pension appropriation bill, and lay the Omit the matter inserted by said amendment and in lieu of the para-

graph stricken out insert the following : 
same before the House. "For salaries of 18 agents for the payment of pensions at the rate 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- of 4,000 per annum each during the first half of the fiscal year 1913, 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the conference 36,000. _ 
repor·t on the pension appropriation bill and lay ·it befm·e the "For salary of -0ne agent for the payment of pensions, at the rate of 

4 000 per annum, for the last half of the fiscal year 1913, $2,000 ; and 
House. Is there objection? from and after the 31st day of December, 1912, there shall be only 

There was no objection. one agent for the payment of pensions, to be appointed in the manner 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Ur. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent now pro'Vided by law, and who shall receive a salary at the rate of 
4 000 per annum; and section 4780 of the Revised Statutes of the 

that the statement be read in lieu of the report. uxii.ted states authorizing the appointment of agents for the payment 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? of pensions is repealed, to take e1l'.ect from a.nd after December 31, 
There was no objection. 1912.." 
The conference report is as follows : The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-

man from New York to recede from Senate amendment No. 2 
CONF:EBENCE REPORT (No. 1065). with an amendment which the Clerk has- reported. 

The committee of conference on th~ disagreeing votes of the The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. .!\Ir. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
18985) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and recede from its disagreement to amendment of the Senate 

' other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending No. 3, and agree to the same with an amendment which I send 
June 30, 1913, filld for other purposes, having met, after full and to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read. 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend The Clerk read as follows: 
to their respective Houses as follows: · Omit the matter inserted by said amendment and restore the matter 

stricken out, amended. to read as follows : 
That the House · recede from its disagreen;i.ent to tbe amencl-.. "Fo:i;:_ £).erk hire .and other. s~vvices at 18 pensic>n agencies during the 

ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agreed to the ·same with - fl.:rst~ ha.Ifo::t ·the fiscal year 1913, and at one pension agency during the 
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last- half of · the fiscal year 1913, and including not exceeding $10,000 
for expenses of consolidating and removing records and equipment of 
pension agencies, $350,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary : 
Provided, That estimates in detail shall be submitted for the fiscal year 
1914 and annually thereafter for clerks and others , employed in the 
pension agency, and the amounts to be paid to each." · 

The SPEAKER The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from ·New York to recede and agree to the 
Senate amendment numbered 3 with the amendment which the 
Clerk has reported. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. l\fr. Speaker, I move that the House 

recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senatn 
numbered 4 and agree to the same with the following amend 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert $2,125. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from New York to recede from Senate amendment num
bered 4 and agree to the same with an amendment, which the 
Clerk has reported. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. l\Ir. Speaker, I now move that the House 

further insist on its disagreement to amendments of the Senate 
· numbered 5, 9, 10, and 11. 

The motion was agreed to. 

co~~T.RUCTION OF SUBWAY, ETC., UNDER P-OST-QFFICE BUILDING, 
, CITY OF NEW YORK. 

l\Ir. u.._ TDERHILL. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to the bill ( S. 7012) to permit the construction of a 
subway ana the maintenance of a railroad under the post office 
at or near Park Place, in the city of New York-the one w~ 
have just passed over. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent to recur to the bill S. 7012. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. l\l.ANN. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman is will
ing to accept the amendment Teferred to, making it discretion
ar:y- ,\rith the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of this bill. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. It has 
been report~d once, and there is no use in reporting it again. 

1\1r. l\IANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to insert in line 4, after the 
word" authorized," the words" in his discretion." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
- The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, after the word "authorized," insert the words "in his 
discretion." 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 

read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of l\Ir. UNDERHILL, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
l\fr. MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, I would like to suggest to some-

body that it is getting pretty late. 
l\fr. RAKER. l\Ir. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
1\ir. RAKER. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous con-

sent that the bill H. R. 25738 be permitted to remain on the 
calendar, to be considered the next time. 

l\Ir. l\!AJ.~N. The gentleman has authority to place that on 
the calendnr again. 

l\Ir. RAKER. I would like for it to retain its place on the 
calendar. It may be arranged so it can be considered next 
unanimous day; therefore I would like to have it remain on the 
calendar, to be disposed of the next time. 

Mr. l\IANN. I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani

mous consent that the bill H. n. 25738 (No. 337 on the calendar) 
be passed without prejudice and that ordeL· is to take the place 
of the one requiring it to be stricken from the calendar. Is 
there objection? 

i\Ir. COVINGTON. .l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
ject, I should like to ask the gentleman what peculiar merit 
this bill possesses that it should retain its place on the calendar 
in front of 40 or 50 other bills that do not happen to be reached, 
especially when this bill is of such serious moment that objec
tio1! is raised when it came up? 

l\lr. RAKER. In answer to the gentleman I will say that all 
objection to this bill may be withdrawn. I have observed t4at 
after bills of considerable importance had been objected to, by 
a little talk and by a little seeing of individuals and amend-

ments unanimous consent was had, and in five minutes the 
bill is p::issed; and it might possibly be tlrnt this bill might be 
in the same position. I certainly should ha\e the opportunity 
to have it considered if there is no valid obfoction. It may 
not occur next time. All opposition, if any, may be withdrawn. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see the gentleman had any complaint. 
He had one bill on the calendar objected to twice and it was 
strkken off--

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 1rhe 
Chair hears none and it is so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. l\ir. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 38 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
August 6, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMl\IDNICATIONS. 

Under Clause 2 of Rule XXTV, executive communications were· 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief.. of Engineers, report on examination of 
channel between the St. Johns River, Fla., and Cumberland 
Sound, by way of the Sisters Creek out of the St. Johns River, 
with plan and estimate of cost of improvement, with a view· 
to straightening and deepening the channel (H. Doc. No. 898) ; 
to the · Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed. 

2 . .A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Ehgineers, reports on examination and 
survey of Bronx River, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 897); to the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

_Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and · 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows : 

Mr. COVINGTON, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 11877) 
to amend section 8 of the food and drugs act approved June 30, 
1906, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1138), which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

l\fr. MARTIN of Colorado, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
26023) to amend section 2 of an act entitled "An act to pro
mote the safety of em'ployees and travelers upon railroads by 
limiting the hours of service of employees thereon,'' approved 
March 4 .. 1907, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1141), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginfa, from the Committee on the Terri
tories, to which was referre~ the bill (H. R. 38) to create 
a legislative assembly in the Territory of Alask;a, to confer 
legislative power thereon, and for other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1140), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COl\IMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows : 

l\fr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Military Affair~ to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3769) · to grant an honorable dis
charge to Theodore N. Gates, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1125), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 24942) for the relief of the 
administrator and heirs of John G. Campbell, to permit the 
prosecution of Indian depredation claims, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1143), 
which s~d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l\Ir. 'J;'4If.~OTT of l\~aryland, from. the Joint ~elect Committee 
on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart-
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men.ts, submitted a report (No. 1139) on the files- and papers 
described in the re:i;>ort of the· Acting Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor in House Decument No. 667, Sixty-second Congress, · 
second session. · 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXU, bills, resolutions, and m~mo
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By .Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 26127) to amend the general 
pension act of May 11, 1912; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
~on& · · 

By l\Ir. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 26128) authorizing and di
recting the Secretary of the Interior to investigate and settle 
certain accounts under the reclamation acts, and for other pur
poses ; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26129) to amend an act approved Feb
ruary 24, 1905, for the protection of persons furnishing labor, 
materials, plant, and supplies for the construction of public 
works ; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands . . 

By Mr. STAl'lLEY: A bill (H. R. 26130) to further protect 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints ~d monop
olies; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 2613!) requiring · common 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce by railroad to equip 
locomotive engines with electric or other power light of not l ~s 
than 1,500 · candlepower; to the Committee on 1nterstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 26132) to regulate the 
ownership of common carriers engaged in interstate com
merce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 26133) appropriating $5,000 
for the improvement of the ostrich industry; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 347) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing that the 
President and th~ Vice President shall be nominated and elected 
by direct ·vote of the people of the several States; to the Com
mit.tee on Election of President, Vice President, and Representa
tives in Congress. 

By Mr. AKIN of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 664) re
questing information from the Secretary of Agriculture; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 665) setting time 
fo:i: discussion of report of committee investigating violations 
of antitrust act of 1890 and other acts, etc. ; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Ui1der clause 1 of Rule XXII, privat~ bills and resoiutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AINIDY: A bill (H. R. 26134) granting a pension to 
Lent B. Gage; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 26135) granting an in
crease of pension to Mary A. Hooker ; to the Committee on 
In.Talid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (II. R. 26136) granting a pension to 
Hiram Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 26137) granting an in
crea e of pensiorr to Sullivan McKibben; to the Committee on 
ln\n.lid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill {H. R. 26138) granting an increase 
of pension to John Klein; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 26139) granting an increase of pension to 
Topley T. Dodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 26140) for the relief of John 
B. Worsley; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 26141) to correct the mili
tary record of Joinville Reif; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26142) granting an increll;S~ of penffion to 
Mary EJ. Heydenburg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill CB;. lt. 26143) 
granting a pen ion to Elizabeth J. Mitchell ; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By lli. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 26144) granti~ an 
increase of pension to William H. Cornell; to the Committee on 
Invalid Penfilons. 

By 1\Ir. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 26145) to reJ!l.OVe Uie . ch~«e 
of desertion from the military record of James W. Olons~; to 1 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. V ARE: A bill (I!· :.J!. ~l'!6) for the reliet~ of· William · 

Force; to the Committee on Claims~ 

By Mr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 26147) granting an in
crease- of pension to Mahala R. King ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a .bill (H. R. 26148) granting an extension of patent 
to Joseph H. Mathews; to the Committee on Patents. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XX""II, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
By the SPEAKER (by req_uest) : ME!'lnorial of National Asso

ciation of Talking Machine Jobbers of Pittsburgh, Pa., against 
passage of House bill 23417, relative to change in patent law; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of assistants to snperintendents of construction, 
United States life-saving stations, fa-.oring pas~age of House 
bills 25235 and 25236, to promote efficiency of Life-Saving Serv
ice and to create the coast guard, etc. ; to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Pottawatomie County, Okla., 
against passage of House bill 25593, relati-.e to termination of 
Shawnee Training School, etc; ; to the Oommittee on Inman 
Affairs. 

By 1\fr. ASHBROOK : Evidence to accompany House- bill 
26117, a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to confer upon 
David Davis the congressional medal of honor; to the Commit· 
tee on Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. AYERS: Memorials of New York Pro<lu~e Exchange, 
favoring an extension of jurisdiction of Commerce Court and 
American Association of Dairy Food & Drug Official , fav~ring 
passage of the Gould weight and measure bill; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By_ Mr. FULLER: Petition of Inventors' Guild, favoring 
appomtment of a commission to investigate and suggest needed 
changes in the patent laws; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HAR'.I.'MA.N: Petition -of the Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union of Van Ormer, Pa. favoring passage of bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating liquors in buildings and ships 
used by the United States Government; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. K.A.HN: Petition of Work .. 1llen's Sick and Death Benefit 
Fund, Branch 102, of San Francisco, Cal. against passage of 
bills restricting immigration; to the Committee on Immi o-ration 
and' Naturalization. 

0 

Also, petition of American Mercantile Co. and E.G. Lyons, of 
San Francisco, Cal., against passag~ of the Works liquor bill ;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.. 

Also, petition of Local 410, B. M. & I. S. B., of San Francisco 
Cal., ~avoring passage_ of House Mll 16844, known as the Camp~ 
bell bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of United States Indian Warriors of San Fran
cisco, Cal. fa.-oring passage of House bill 7W, for pension of 
officer~ and soldiers of Indian wars between 1870 and 1891 ; to 
the Committee on Pensions. , 

.Also, petition of Bruce Hayden, of San Francisco Cal. 
1favoring revision of patent laws; to the Committee oll.c Pat~nts. ' 

Also, petition of Deremer & Co. (Inc.) and Hirsh & Kai er 
of San Francisco, Cal. , against passage of bi1l relative to chanO'~ 
in patent laws; to the Committee on Patents. 

0 

_ Also, petition of Sherwood & Sherwood, of Sa11 Francisco, 
Cal., against passage of the Works bill relative to license in the 
District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of 
Oolumbia. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of 
United States, favoring passage of workmen's compensation 
act, etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. • 

Also, petition of Sign and Pictorial Painters' Local No. 510, 
of San Francisco, Cal, favoring pas age of the Clayton bil~ 
H. R. 23635; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition .of S. E. Sctiwartz, of San Francisco, Ca.I., against 
pass ge of the Root amendment to the immigration law; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of rector and members of St James Church, o~ 
Richmond District, San Francisco, Cal., favoring passage of bill 
for relief of natives of Alaska; to the Committee on the Terri
tories. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Francisco, Cal., favoring pas
sage of bills Festricting immigration; to tHe Committee on Im
migration and Naturalization. 

By 1\.Jr. KORBLY: Memorial of League of Library Commis
sion~ favoring passage of a parcel-post system; to the Commit
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
· B~ , Mr. L~VY: MemQrial of N~w York Eroduce Exchange, of 
t'.New .. ·'York City1 relative to act. to amend laws relating to 

'I 
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the judiciary ; to the Commrtte.e on Interstate and Foreigp SENATE. 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LI:NDSAY :· Memorial: of Regufar Colored· Demoeratic 'FuESDAY, August 6~ 191E. 
Association, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring passage of Senate bill The Senate met at 10 o'clock a.. m. 
No. 180 relative to celebration of fiftieth anniversary of the free- Prayer by the Chaplain:, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D . D. 
ing of the negro ; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- Mr: BACON took the chair as President pro tempore under 
positions. the previous order of the Sena-te . 

.Also, memorial of board of managers of the New York Pto- The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
duce Exchange, favoring passagl' of House bill 25572, to amend. proceedings, wben, on request of Mr. SM-OOT and by unaoimous 
the laws relating to the judiciary; to the Committee en Inter.- consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 
state and Foreign. Commerce. was approved. 

Also, memorial of American Association of Dairy, Food, and l\Ir. OVERl\IAN. l\lr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
Drug Officials, favoring passag-e of the Gouid weight and quorum: · 
measure bill; ta the Committee on Interstate and Foreign. Cbm- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen.a.tor from North 
merce. · Carolina suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will 

By .!\Ir. 1\IcCOY: Petition of Order of Railway Conductors of proceed to eall the roll. 
America, Division No. 175, against passage of employers' liatiil·· The Secretary called th{\ p>11, and the folk>wing s~na.tars 
ity :md workmen's compensation act; to the: Committee on the answered te their names: V 
J'udiciary. . Ashurst Culberson Mart!-n·, Va:. 

Also, memorial of Hebrew Vetemns of the War with Spain, B~on Cullo~ Martine, N. J. 
f · · tin · · ti to th C Bailey Cummms Massey against passage o bills restr1c g mumgra on ;. e om-· · Bankhead Gallinger Myers. 

mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. · Borah Gronna :Nelson 
. . fii Bourne J-0hnston, .Ala.. Overman. By Mr. McDERMOTT: Memorial of freight tra c com- Brandegee Jones Page 

mittee of the Chicago Association of Commerce, faToning_ :ons- Bristow Kenyon. Perkins 
sage of House bill 25572, to amend the laws relating to the· Bu~nham Kern Reed 
judiciary; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Oom- ~~gg;: ~f~igtimber -~f~~e~ 

Smith, ..!.riz. 
Smith, s. C. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Thornton 
Townselld 
Warren 
Works 

merce. l\Ir. THORNTON. I desire to rumounce the necessary ab-
By Mr. PARRAN: Memorial of F. D. Pastoritis Council, N-0. sence of my colleague [Ur. FosTER]. I. ask that this unnounce-

1, and Greb1e Council, No, 13, Order Independent Americans, of ment may stand for the day. 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring passage of House bill 2530-9, relative l\lr. BOURNE. r desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
to di playing fl..::tg of United States on llghth-0uses, etc.; to the· CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably detained on a con:feren-ee, and 
Committee on Interstat-e and Foreign Commerce. that' he has a general {>air with the junior Senator from Penn-

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: Pettpon of Inventors' Guild sylvania [l\1r. OLLVER]. I will let this announcement stand for 
of New York City, relative to changeS- in patent laws; to the the day. 
Committee on. Patents. The PRESIDE.NT pro tempore. On the call of the rcll of the 

ATuo, memorial of Inven:tors' Guild of New York City, rela- Senate, 41 Senators ha-ve answered to thei:u names. A quorum of 
tive to change in patent law; to the Committee on Patents. the Senate is not present. 

Also, memorial of the National Association or Thlking-l\fu- Mr. WARREN I ask that the names of the absentees be · 
chine Jobber , Pittsburgh, Pa., against pllilsage of House bill called. 
23417,. known_ as the Oldfield bill, relati've to change in patent The PRESIDE.NT pro tempore. Withou-~ objection, the Sec-
law; to the Committee on Patents. retary will call the names of absent Senators . 

.Also, mem-0rial of the St. Augustine Board of Trade, of St. The Secretary called the names of the absent Sena.tors, and 
Augustine, Fla., favoring passage of bill providing for use as a Mr. SMITH of Michigan answered to his name when called. 
park for city of St. Augustine of the powder-house Iot ;· to the .Mr. CLAPP and Mr. CHAMBERLAIN entered the Chamber 
Committee on Military .Affairs. and answered t<> their names. 

Also, memorial of New York Produce Exchange, of N-ew York Mr .. JONES. I desire to state that my col1eague [Mr. Porn-
City, favoring passage of House bill 25572, to amener laws re- DEXTER] is out of t,b..e city on important business. I will let this 
la ting to the judiciary; to the Committee on Interstate and . announcement stand for the day. 
Foreign. Commerce. .!\Ir: SUITH of Georgia entered the Chamber and answered 

By l\1r. RAINEY: Petition. of citizens of East St. Louis, Ill, t-0 his name. 
favoring passage of the excise-tax bill with amendment relative l\Ir. LODGE. If there is no quorum as yet, I move that the 
to domestic building and. loan associations; to the Committee Sergeant- at Arms be directed to request the attendance of 
on Ways and l\lean . absent" Senators. 

Also, petition of Herman Engleba.~h and others, of Arenzville, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not yet a.scer-
Ill., against passage of a parcel-post. \aw; to the Committee on. tained whether there is a quorum and can not make the an-
the Post Office and Post Roads. n.ouncement until the Secretary reports. 

By l\IT. RAKER: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Sac- Mr. BAILEY. I thought the Senator from Massachusetts 
ramento, Cal., favoring passage of House bill 357, relative t:o desired to submit some motion. 
investigation o:f foreign and domestic fire insurance companies; Mr. LODGEl. I did; that the Sergeant at Arms be directed to 
to the Committee on Interstate a.nd Foreign Commerce. request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. BAILEY. That requii;es a motion. 
By l\fr. SULZER: Memorial of Regular Colored Democratic Mr. LODGE. r make that motion. 

Association of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring passage of Senate bill Mr. BAILEY. I did not under.stand that the Chair put the 
1 O, for exposition to celebrate the fiftieth anniversary of the motion. 
freeing of the negro; to the Committee on Industrfal Arts and Mr. LODGE. No; the. Chair has not made the formal an-
Expositions. noun cement. 

Also, memorial of' New York Produce Exchange, of New York The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the call of the roll--
City;. favoring passage of Hous~ bill 25572, to amend the laws Mr. POMERENE entered the Chamber and answered to his 
relating to the judiciary; to the Committee on Interstate [..Il.d name. 
Foreign Commerce. The PRESIDE:t-.TT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators only are 

.Also, petition of J . .1\I. Johnson, of New York City, favoring pTesent, including the name of the Senator just called.. 
interua.tional conference on the cost of living; to the Com- Mr. LODGE. Then I move-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. Mr. BAILEY. This is what comes of trying to meet at 10 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of Inventors' Guild of New o'clock, before Senators can attend to their correspondence. and 
York City, favoring commission to consider change in -patent department work.' If the Senate wants to proceed. with due 
laws; to the Committee on Patents. dispatch it will revoke the order about meeting at 10 o'clock 

Also, memorial of the St. Augustine Board of Trade, of St. and meet at 12 and have a night session. Then we wm be able 
Augustine, Fla., fa. Yoring passage of bill providing that powder- to put in 9 or 10 hours a day. 
house lot be used as· :i park by tile· city of St. Augustine; to the The :eR.ESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa-
Oommittee on Military Affairs. chu.setts moves that the Sergeant at Arms be directed to request 

A.Jso, memorial of Nation.al Association of Talking Machine- the presence of absent Senators. The question is on the motion 
Jobbers, of Pitt burgh, Pa., against _passage of House bill 23417,, · of tile Senator from l\Iassa~usetts. 
known as the Oldfield bill; to the Committee on Patects. The motion was.. agreed to .. 
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